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ABANDONMENT. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 
ABSENCES. See Coustituticnal Law, VIII; Social Security Act, 1. 
ABSOLUTE LIABILITY. See Tort Claims Act. 


ABSTENTION. See also Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 

Actual controversy—Absence of immediate threat of prosecu- 
tion—Availability of state declaratory relief—Absence of existing 
conflict of laws.—Given an actual controversy, the abstention doc- 
trine may be applied only in narrowly limited special circumstances; 
neither the absence of an immediate threat of prosecution, nor the 
availability of declaratory relief in state courts, nor the possibility 
of pre-emption of jurisdiction by federal law, nor the absence of 
existing conflict between States’ laws is a special circumstance justi- 
fying application of the abstention doctrine by a federal court. 
Lake Carriers’ Assn. v. MacMullan, p. 498. 

ABSTRACTNESS. See Procedure, 6. 

ACCOUNTINGS. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 

ACCRETION. See Boundaries. 

ACTIVE DUTY. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 

ACT OF STATE DOCTRINE. Sce International Law. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. See Constitutional Law, I, 
2-3; Criminal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES. See Administrative Procedure 
Act; Federal Communications Commission; Federal Power 
Commission, 1-2; Interstate Commerce Commission; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4-5; Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Government Contracts, 
1-2. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. See also Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

Freight car shortages—Industry code of car-service rules—Promul- 
gation by ICC—Two car-service rules promulgated by Interstate 
Commerce Commission requiring generally that unloaded freight 
cars be returned in the direction of the owning railroad are reason- 
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT—Continued. 

able under the Esch Car Service Act of 1917, in view of finding, 
for which there is substantial record support, of a national freight 
ear shortage and conclusion that the shortage could be alleviated 
by mandatory observance of the rules which would give the railroads 
greater use of their cars and provide an incentive for the purchase 
of new equipment. United States v. Allegheny-Ludlum Steel, 
p. 742. 

ADMIRALTY. 

Suits in admiralty — Noncollision — Contribution. — Third-party 
complaint for contribution properly dismissed in this noncollision 
admiralty case. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. v. Erie Lackawanna 
R. Co., p. 340. 

ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. Sce Constitutional Law, 
VII, 2. 

ADOLESCENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

ADVERSARY CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2. 

ADVICE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; VII, 
1; Criminal Law, 1; Pleas; Triais. 

ADVISORY OPINIONS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 

AFFIDAVITS. See Procedure, 6. 

AGREEMENTS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See 
Constitutional Law, II, 1; VIII; Social Security Act, 1-2. 

AIR COMMERCE ACT OF 1926. See Tort Claims Act. 

AIR POLLUTION. Sce Jurisdiction, 6. 

ALABAMA. See Patents, 2. 

ALIENS. See also Patents, 1; Venue. 

Alien corporation—Patent infringement—Place of incorporation— 
Place of doing business—Title 28 U. S. C. § 1391 (d), providing 
that “an alien may be sued in any district,” embodies the long- 
established rule that a suit against an alien is wholly outside the 
operation of all federal venue laws; hence, § 1400 (b), which pro- 
vides that a patent infringement suit may be brought in the district 
of the defendant’s residence or where he has committed infringe- 
ment acts and has a regular place of business, is not the exclusive 
provision governing venue in patent infringement litigation. Bru- 
nette Machine Wks. v. Kockum Industries, p. 706. 
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ALLOTMENTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


AMBIGUITY. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Proce- 
dure, 1. 


AMENDED COMPLAINTS. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GUARDS. Sec Labor, 2: Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


AMISH. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


AMMUNITION. See Constitutional Law, V: Gun Control Act of 
1968. 


ANSWERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5: Grand Juries, 1-2. 
ANTI-POLLUTION EQUIPMENT. Sce Jurisdiction, 6. 
ANTITRUST LAWS. See Jurisdiction, 6. 


APPEALS. See Abstention; Admiralty; Constitutional Law, IT. 
2; Declaratory Judgments; Elections; Government Contracts, 


= 


1-2: Jurisdiction, 1: Procedure, 1-2, 4, 7. 
APPLICANTS. See Federal Communications Commission. 


APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: Elections; 
Procedure, 4, 7. 


ARBITRATION. See also Labor, 1: Railway Labor Act. 


1. Collective-bargaining agreement—Arbitration clause—“Any dif- 
ference”—Laches.—Where collective-bargaining agreement included 
arbitration “of any difference,” the parties did agree to arbitrate 
and, the existence and scope of an arbitration clause being matters 
for judicial decision, the phrase “any difference” encompasses the 
issue of laches within the broad sweep of its arbitration coverage. 
Operating Engineers v. Flair Builders, p. 487. 

2. Discharge—Breach of contract action based on state law— 
Grievance and arbitration procedures.—Since the source of railroad 
employee’s right not to be discharged and of his employer’s obliga- 
tion to restore him to regular employment following an injury is 
the collective-bargaining agreement, employee must follow the 
grievance and arbitration procedures set forth in the Railway Labor 
Act. Moore v. Illinois Central R. Co., 312 U. S. 630, overruled. 
Andrews v. Louisville & Nashville R. Co., p. 320. 


ARMED FORCES. See Jurisdiction, 1: Procedure, 2. 
ARMY RESERVE. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 
ARRAIGNMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 
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ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 3; 
Juries, 2. 


ASSEMBLY ABROAD. See Patents, 2. 


ASSET-LIABILITY RATIO. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to 
Sue. 


ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Criminal Law, 1; Pleas; Trials. 


ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; So- 
cial Security Act, 2. 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION. Sce Government Contracts, 
1-2. 


ATTORNEYS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
AUTOMOBILE MANUFACTURERS. See Jurisdiction, 6. 
AVULSION. See Boundaries. 


BAD FAITH. See Bankruptcy Act; Government Contracts, 1-2; 
Standing to Sue. 


BANK EMPLOYEES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT. See also Standing to Sue. 

Indenture—Debentures—Annual financial losses—Involuntary re- 
organization—Under Chapter X of the Bankruptcy Act, trustee in 
reorganization does not have standing to assert, on behalf of deben- 
ture holders, claims of misconduct by an indenture trustee. Caplin 
v. Marine Midland Grace Trust Co., p. 416. 


BARGAINING REPRESENTATIVES. See Labor, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


BASTARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; Workmen’s Compen- 
sation. 


BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1, 4; Social Security 
Act, 2; Workmen’s Compensation. 


‘‘BERNSTEIN EXCEPTION.’’ See International Law. 


BLACK SYSTEM. Sce Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Juris- 
diction, 4-5. 


BOARD OF ARBITRATORS. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 
BONDS. See Bankruptcy Act; Procedure, 5; Standing to Sue. 
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BOUNDARIES. 

Iowa-Nebraska Boundary Compact—Action of Missouri River— 
Exceptions to Master’s Report—Exceptions to Special Master’s Re- 
port in this action brought by Nebraska for construction and 
enforcement of Iowa-Nebraska Boundary Compact of 1943, entered 
into to establish permanent location of boundary line made difficult 
by meanderings of Missouri River, are generally overruled. Ne- 
braska v. Iowa, p. 117. 

BOX CARS. See Administrative Procedure Act; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor 
Act. 


BROADCAST MEDIA. See Federal Communications Commission. 

BURDEN OF PROOF. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; Grand 
Juries, 1-2. 

BUSINESS HOURS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control 
Act of 1968. 

CABLECASTING. See Federal Communications Commission. 


CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Labor, 2; Mootness; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 2; Social Security Act, 1; Tort Claims Act. 


CANADA. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 

CAPACITY TO STAND TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
II, 3; Procedure, 3. 

CAPITAL CASES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 
3; Juries, 2; Mootness. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Mootness. 

CARD MAJORITY. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

CARGO VESSELS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; 
Procedure, 1. 

CAR-SERVICE RULES. See Administrative Procedure Act; In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 


CASH ASSISTANCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social 
Security Act, 2. 
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CASH DEPOSITS. See Procedure, 5. 
CASTRO GOVERNMENT. See International Law. 


CATEGORICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 


CATV. See Federal Communications Commission. 


CERTIFICATION. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 


CERTIFYING OFFICER. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 
CERTIORARI. See Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

CHANGE OF PLEAS. Sce Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
CHICAGO. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1, 4; IV; VI, VIII; 
Social Security Act, 1-2; Workmen’s Compensation. 


CITIZENSHIP. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS ACT OF 1938. See Tort Claims Act. 


CIVIL COMMITMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; 
Procedure, 3. 


CIVIL SUITS. See Procedure, 5. 


CLAIMS. See Bankruptcy Act; Government Contracts, 1-2; 
Standing to Sue. 


CLASS ACTIONS. See Bankruptcy Act; Constitutional Law, 
VIII; Social Security Act, 1; Standing to Sue. 


CLASSIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social Se- 
curity Act, 2. 


CODEFENDANTS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
COLLATERAL. See International Law. 


COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Arbitration, 1-2; Labor, 1-2; 
National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Railway Labor Act. 


COLLISIONS. See Admiralty. 

COLOR SYSTEMS. See Federal Communications Commission. 
COMBINATION PATENTS. See Patents, 2. 

COMITY. See International Law. 

COMMANDING OFFICERS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 
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COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION. Sce Constitutional Law, 
IIT, 3-4. 


COMMITMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 1-2: II, 3: Crim- 
inal Law, 3; Juries, 2: Procedure, 3. 


COMMON CARRIERS. See Federal Communications Commission. 
COMMON-LAW TRESPASSES. See Tort Claims Act. 


COMMUNICATION SKILLS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 
3; Procedure, 3. 


COMMUNITY ANTENNA TELEVISION COMMUNICATIONS 
ACT OF 1934. See Federal Communications Commission. 


COMPELLED ARBITRATION. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 


COMPELLED TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 


COMPETENCY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; IJ, 3; Procedure, 3. 
COMPLAINTS. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 
COMPTROLLER GENERAL. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 


COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 1, 
5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 


COMPULSORY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE. See Constitutional 
Law, IV; VI. 


COMPULSORY TESTIMONY ACT OF 1893. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 1, 5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
CONFRONTATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 
CONNECTICUT. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


CONNECTING RAIL LINES. See Administrative Procedure Act; 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 


CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. Sce Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
9 

CONSENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 1968. 

CONSERVATIVE AMISH MENNONITE CHURCH. See Con- 
stitutional Law, IV; VI. 

CONSPIRACY. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Stockholders; Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934. 


CONSTITUENT PARTS. See Patents, 2. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Criminal Law, 1-3; Elec- 
tions; Grand Juries, 1-2; Gun Control Act of 1968; Juries, 
1-2; Pleas; Procedure, 3-4, 7; Social Security Act, 1-2; 
Trials; Workmen’s Compensation. 


I. Due Process. 

1, Commitment because of lack of capacity to stand trial —State’s 
indefinite commitment of criminal defendant solely on account of 
his lack of capacity to stand trial violates due process; such a 
defendant cannot be held more than the reasonable period necessary 
to determine whether there is a substantial probability that he wiil 
attain competency in the foreseeable future and, if there is no such 
probability, the State must institute civil proceedings applicable to 
indefinite commitment of those not charged with crime, or release 
the defendant. Jackson v. Indiana, p. 715. 





2. Identification lineup — Trial — Less-than-unanimous verdict.— 
Provisions of Louisiana law requiring less-than-unanimous jury 
verdicts in certain criminal cases do not violate the Due Process 
Clause for failure to satisfy the reasonable-doubt standard. John- 
son v. Louisiana, p. 356. 


3. Trial by jury—Less-than-unanimous verdict —Oregon’s “ten-of- 
twelve” rule is not inconsistent with the due process requirement 
that a jury be drawn from a representative cross section of the 
community as the jury majority remains under the duty to consider 
the minority viewpoint in the course of deliberation, and the usual 
safeguards exist to minimize the possibility of jury irresponsibility. 
Apodaca v. Oregon, p. 404. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 

1. Aid to Families With Dependent Children—Fized pool of welfare 
money—Application of percentage-reduction factor—Where State 
applies a percentage-reduction factor to arrive at a reduced standard 
of need in order to equitably allocate available welfare money among 
recipients of several categorical assistance programs and a lower 
percentage-reduction factor is applied to AFDC than other pro- 
grams, the scheme does not deny equal protection of the laws where 
there is no proof of racial motivation and where the legislative 
decision to provide lower benefits for AFDC recipients than for 
the aged and infirm is not invidious or irrational, there being no 
constitutional or statutory requirement that relief categories be 
treated exactly alike. Jefferson v. Hackney, p. 535. 

2. Elections—Legislative districts Federal reapportionment court 
should accommodate relief ordered to the appropriate provisions 
of state statutes relating to legislature’s size as far as possible; 
action of District Court in so drastically changing number of dis- 


INDEX 1017 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

tricts and size of houses of the state legislature is not required by 
the Federal Constitution and is not justified as an exercise of 
federal power. Sixty-seventh Minnesota State Senate v. Beens, 
p. 187. 

3. Mental defective charged with crime—Incompetent to stand 
trial—Committed until certified sane—By subjecting accused to a 
more lenient commitment standard and to a more stringent standard 
of release than those generally applicable to all other persons not 
charged with offenses, thus condemning accused to permanent insti- 
tutionalization without the showing required for commitment or the 
opportunity for release afforded by ordinary civil commitment, 
State deprived accused of equal protection. Jackson vy. Indiana, 
p. 715. 

4. Workmen’s compensation—lIllegitimate children.—Louisiana’s 
denial of equal recovery rights to dependent unacknowledged illegiti- 
mate children violates the Equal Protection Clause, as inferior classi- 
fication of these dependent children bears no significant relationship 
to the recognized purposes of recovery that workmen’s compensation 
statutes were destined to serve. Weber v. Aetna Casualty & Surety 
Co., p. 164. 


III. Fifth Amendment. 

1. Immunity—Compelled testimony.—Immunity from use and 
derivative use is coextensive with the scope of the Fifth Amendment 
privilege against compulsory self-incrimination and is sufficient to 
compei testimony; transactional immunity would afford broader pro- 
tection than the Fifth Amendment privilege and is not constitution- 
ally required. Kastigar v. United States, p. 441. 

2. Real and substantial fear of foreign prosecution —Self-incrim- 
ination privilege protects against real dangers, not remote and 
speculative possibilities, and here there was no showing that witness 
was in real danger of being compelled to disclose information that 
might incriminate him under foreign law. Zicarelli v. New Jersey 
Investigation Comm’n, p. 472. 

3. Statutory immunity—Transactional immunity—New Jersey 
statutory immunity from use and derivative use is coextensive with 
the scope of the privilege against self-incrimination, and is sufficient 
to compel testimony. Zicarelli v. New Jersey Investigation Comm’n, 
p. 472. 

4. Unwilling witness—Immunity from use and derivative use.— 
State’s immunity statute being at least as broad as the constitutional 
requirement, uncertainty regarding scope of protection in excess of 
that requirement is best left to the state courts. Sarno v. Illinois 
Crime Investigating Comm’n, p. 482. 
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5. Unwilling witness—Immunity from use and derivative use— 
United States can compel testimony from an unwilling witness who 
invokes the Fifth Amendment privilege against compulsory self- 
incrimination by conferring immunity, as provided by 18 U. S. C. 
§ 6002, from use of the compelled testimony and evidence derived 
therefrom in subsequent criminal proceedings. Kastigar v. United 
States, p. 441. 


IV. First Amendment. 


Compulsory high school attendance—Exemption granted to 
Amish.—Since members of Amish sect have proved that compulsory 
formal education after eighth grade would gravely endanger free 
exercise of their religious beliefs and the adequacy of their alterna- 
tive mode of continuing informal vocational education, it is incum- 
bent on State to show how its admittedly strong interest in com- 
pulsory education would be adversely affected by granting an exemp- 
tion to the Amish. Wisconsin v. Yoder, p. 205. 


V. Fourth Amendment. 


Business hours—Warrantless search as inspection procedure— 
Warrantless search of locked storeroom during business hours as 
part of inspection procedure authorized by § 923 (g) of the Gun 
Control Act of 1968, which resulted in seizure of unlicensed firearms 
from dealer federally licensed to deal in sporting weapons, is not 
violative of Fourth Amendment. United States v. Biswell, p. 311. 


VI. Free Exercise Clause. 

Religious beliefs—Children—Compulsory high school attend- 
ance.—State’s interest in universal education not totally free from 
a balancing process when it impinges on other fundamental rights 
specifically protected by the Free Exercise Clause and the traditional 
interest of parents respecting religious upbringing of their children. 
Wisconsin v. Yoder, p. 205. 


VII. Sixth Amendment. 


1. Assistance of counsel—Whether defendant will testify.—State 
statute requiring the accused to testify before any other defense 
witness or not at all deprives accused of the “guiding hand of 
counsel,” in deciding not only whether defendant will testify but, 
if so, at what stage. Brooks v. Tennessee, p. 605. 

2. Police station identification—Right to counsel—The per se 
exclusionary rule does not apply to a pre-indictment. confrontation 
made without the accused’s being advised of the right to counsel. 
Kirby v. Illinois, p. 682. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
VIII. Supremacy Clause. 

State definition of “continued absence”—Active military service — 
State regulations exclude active military service from the definition 
of a parent’s “continued absence from the home” so as to deny 
AFDC benefits to child and mother of serviceman on active duty; 
the corresponding criterion of the Social Security Act means that 
the parent may be absent for any reason, that criterion applies to 
one who is absent on military service, and California’s definition is 
invalid under the Supremacy Clause. Carleson v. Remillard, p. 598. 


CONTEMPT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1,5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 
CONTINUANCES. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


CONTINUED ABSENCES. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Sccial 
Security Act, 1. 


CONTRACT DISPUTES. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 
CONTRACTORS. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 


CONTRACTS. See Arbitration, 1-2; Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5; Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2; Railway Labor Act. 


CONTRIBUTION. See Admiralty. 
CONTRIBUTORY INFRINGEMENT. See Patents, 2. 


CORPORATIONS. See Aliens; Bankruptcy Act; Patents, 1; 
Standing to Sue; Venue. 


COSA NOSTRA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 


COST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 
1; Social Security Act, 2. 


COSTS. See Procedure, 5. 


COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 1-3; 
Juries, 2; Pleas. 


COUNTERCLAIMS. Sce Bankruptcy Act; International Law; 
Standing to Sue. 


COUNTER SUITS. See Procedure, 5. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 
COURTS. See Jurisdiction, 2, 6-7; Pollution. 
CREDITORS. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 


CRIMINAL CONTEMPT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
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CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1-3; II, 3; 
III, 1-5; V; VII, 1-2; Grand Juries, 1-2; Gun Control Act 
of 1968; Juries, 1-2; Mootness; Pleas; Trials. 

1. Guilty plea on advice of counsel—New counsel—Change of 
plea—Claim that guilty plea was not voluntarily and intelligently 
made because of alleged conflict of interest on the part of counsel 
has no merit; therefore, alleged conflict of interest is not reason for 
vacating plea. Dukes v. Warden, p. 250. 

2. Trial—Conviction.—Argument that Sixth Amendment requires 
jury unanimity in order to effectuate the reasonable-doubt standard 
otherwise mandated by due process requirements is without merit 
since that Amendment does not require proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt at all. Apodaca v. Oregon, p. 404. 

3. Warrantless arrest—-Commitment—Lineup.—Lineup conducted, 
not by the exploitation of the arrest, but under the authority 
of commitment by magistrate, purged the lineup procedure of any 
primary taint. Johnson v. Louisiana, p. 356. 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS: See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 

CRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; Grand Juries, 
1-2 


a 


CROSS SECTION OF THE COMMUNITY. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 2; Juries, 1. 


CUBA. See International Law. 

CURTAILMENT PLANS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Jurisdiction, 4-5. 

CUSTODIANS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 

DAMAGES. See Arbitration, 2; Bankruptcy Act; Indians; Juris- 


diction, 3; Railway Labor Act; Securities Exchange Act of 
1934; Standing to Sue; Stockholders; Tort Claims Act. 


DEATH SENTENCES. See Mootness. 
DEBENTURES. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
DEBTORS. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See also Abstention; Proce- 
dure, 1. 

Ambiguous state statute—Resolution by state courts—Federal 
constitutional questions—Countervailing considerations—Where a 
state statute has not yet been construed by the state courts and is 


unclear in particulars that go to the foundation of the actual con- 
troversy, and where there is no countervailing consideration, absten- 
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DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS—Continued. 

tion is appropriate because authoritative resolution of the ambiguities 
in the state courts is sufficiently likely to avoid or modify the federal 
constitutional questions. Lake Carriers’ Assn. v. MacMullan, p. 498. 


DECLARATORY ORDERS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Jurisdiction, 4-5. 


DEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 2; 
Juries, 1. 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2; 
Tort Claims Act. 


DELAY. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 


DELIVERIES. Sce Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4-5. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 


DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; VIII; 
Social Security Act, 1-2. 


DEPENDENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; Workmen’s Com- 


pensation. 

DERIVATIVE USE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; Grand 
Juries, 1-2. 

DETENTION. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 3; 
Juries, 2. 


DEVEINERS. See Patents, 2. 

DIFFERENCES. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 

DIFFICULTY OF PROVING GUILT. See Constitutional Law, 
I, 2; Criminal Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

DIRECT APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; 
Procedure, 4, 7. 

DIRECT SALES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4-5. 

DISCHARGES. See Arbitration, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
2; Railway Labor Act. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 
2; Juries, 1. 

DISMISSALS. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 


DISPUTES CLAUSES. See Arbitration, 1; Government Con- 
tracts, 1-2; Labor, 1. 
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DISSENTING JURORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2: Criminal 
Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


DISTRIBUTIVE SHARES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


DISTRICT COURTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; 
Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution; Procedure, 4, 7. 


DIVIDED LOYALTY. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


DOCKSIDE TREATMENT FACILITIES. See Abstention; De- 
claratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 


DOMICILES. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 


DUE PROCESS. See Abstention; Constitutional Law, I, 1-3; II, 
3; VII, 1; Criminal Law, 2-3; Declaratory Judgments; Juries, 
1-2; Procedure, 1, 3; Trials. 


EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Criminal Law, 
1; Pleas. 


ELECTED OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; 
Procedure, 4, 7. 


ELECTIONS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; Labor, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Procedure, 4, 6-7. 

Equal protection of the laws—Elections—Legislative districts. — 
Federal reapportionment court should accommodate relief ordered 
to the appropriate provisions of state statutes relating to legislature’s 
size as far as possible; action of District Court in so drastically 
changing number of districts and size of houses of the state legisla- 
ture is not required by the Federal Constitution and is not justified 
as an exercise of federal power. Sixty-seventh Minnesota State 
Senate v. Beens, p. 187. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 1; VIII; 
Social Security Act, 1-2. 

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Arbitration, 1-2; Labor, 
1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Railway Labor Act. 

EMPLOYMENT CONTRACTS. See Arbitration, 2; Railway 
Labor Act. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY. See Abstention; 
Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 
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EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Abstention; Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 1-3: II, 1-4; Criminal Law, 1-3; Declara- 
tory Judgments; Elections; Juries, 1-2; Pleas; Procedure, 1, 
3-4, 7; Social Security Act, 2: Workmen’s Compensation. 

EQUITY. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 

ESCH CAR SERVICE ACT OF 1917. See Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act; Interstate Commerce Commission. 

ESTATES. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 

EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; III, 1, 5; Criminal 
Law, 3; Grand Juries, 1-2; Juries, 2. 

EXCEPTIONS TO MASTER’S REPORT. Sce Boundaries. 

EXCLUSIONARY RULES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

EXCLUSIVE REMEDIES. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor 
Act. 

EXECUTIVE BRANCH. See International Law. 

EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES. Sce Fed- 
eral Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5. 

EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES. See Arbitration, 2; Railway 
Labor Act. 

EXPLOITATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 2: Criminal Law, 
3; Juries, 2. 

EXPORTS. See Patents, 2. 

EXPROPRIATIONS. See International Law. 

EXTRINSIC DELAY. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 

FEDERAL COMMON LAW. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION. 

CATV regulation—Operation as local outlet—Available facilities 
for local production and presentation—FCC has authority to make 
rule that “no CATV system having 3,500 or more subscribers shall 
carry the signal of any television broadcast station unless the 
system also operates to a significant extent as a local outlet by 
cablecasting and has available facilities for local production and 
presentation of programs other than automated services.” United 
States v. Midwest Video Corp., p. 649. 

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. See Tort Claims Act. 

FEDERAL FORUMS. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 

FEDERAL JURY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Crim- 
inal Law, 2; Juries, 1. 
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FEDERALLY LICENSED DEALERS. See Constitutional Law, 
V; Gun Control Act of 1968. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Jurisdiction, 4-5. 
1. Natural gas shortage—Curtailed deliveries to direct-sales cus- 
tomers—FPC certification—Federal Power Commission has juris- 
diction to regulate curtailment of direct interstate sales of natural 
gas under the head of its “transportation” jurisdiction. FPC v. 

Louisiana Power & Light Co., p. 621. 

2. Natural gas shortage—Intrastate “Green System”—FPC juris- 
diction.—-Federal Power Commission has primary jurisdiction to 
determine whether the Green System (intrastate) was subject to 
its authority, and the Court of Appeals erred in deciding that ques- 
tion. FPC vy. Louisiana Power & Light Co., p. 621. 

FEDERAL REAPPORTIONMENT COURTS. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 2; Elections; Procedure, 4, 7. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Abstention; Arbitration, 
2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; VIII; Declaratory Judgments; 
Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5; Procedure, 
1; Railway Labor Act; Social Security Act, I. 

FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT. See Tort Claims Act. 

FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ACT. See Absten- 
tion; Declaratory Judgments; Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution; 
Procedure, 1. 

FEDERAL WITNESS IMMUNITY STATUTE. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1, 5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; VII, 1; 
Grand Juries, 1-2; Trials. 

‘‘FINAL AND CONCLUSIVE.’’ See Government Contracts, 1-2. 

FINANCIAL INCENTIVES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; So- 
cial Security Act, 2. 

FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 
1968. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS. See International Law. 
FOREIGN BUYERS. See Patents, 2. 


FOREIGN COMMUNICATIONS. See Federal Communications 
Commission. 


FOREIGN LAW. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 











oe 
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FOREIGN VESSELS. See Abstention, Declaratory Judgments; 
Procedure, 1. 


FORMAL CHARGES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

FORMAL EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-3; 
II, 1, 3-4; VII, 1; VIII; Criminal Law, 1-3; Juries, 1-2; 
Pleas; Procedure, 3; Social Security Act, 1-2; Trials; Work- 
men’s Compensation. 


FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I,2: V; Crim- 
inal Law, 3; Gun Control Act of 1968; Juries, 2. 


FRANCHISES. See Federal Communications Commission. 


FRAUD. See Government Contracts, 1-2; Indians; Jurisdiction, 
3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
FREE EXERCISE CLAUSE. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


FREIGHT CARS. See Administrative Procedure Act; Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 


FRIVOLOUS APPEALS. See Procedure, 5. 


FULL-BLOODS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


GAS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5. 


GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE. See Government Contracts, 
1-2. 


GEORGIA. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 
GOOD FAITH. See Procedure, 5. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

1. Disputes clause—Wunderlich Act—Review by GAO.—Atomic 
Energy Commission, which for purpose of this contract was the 
United States, had exclusive administrative authority under dis- 
putes clause procedure to resolve dispute, and neither contract be- 
tween the parties nor the Wunderlich Act permitted still further 
administrative review by GAO. S&E Contractors v. United States, 
p. i. 

2. Wunderlich Act—Appeal—Department of Justice —Wunderlich 
Act does not confer upon Department of Justice the right to appeal 
from a decision of an administrative agency, nor is this a case 
involving a contractor’s fraud, concerning which the Department 
has broad powers to act under several statutory provisions. S&E 
Contractors v. United States, p. 1. 
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GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. See Tort Claims Act. 


GRAND JURIES. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5. 

1. Fifth Amendment—Immunity—Compelled testimony.—Immu- 
nity from use and derivative use is coextensive with the scope of 
the Fifth Amendment privilege against compulsory self-incrimination 
and is sufficient to compel testimony; transactional immunity would 
afford broader protection than the Fifth Amendment privilege and 
is not constitutionally required. Kastigar v. United States, p. 441. 

2. Fifth Amendment—Unwilling witness—Immunity from use and 
derivative use—United States can compel testimony from an un- 
willing witness who invokes the Fifth Amendment privilege against 
compulsory self-incrimination by conferring immunity, as provided 
by 18 U. 8. C. § 6002, from use of the compelled testimony and 
evidence derived therefrom in subsequent criminal proceedings. 
Kastigar v. United States, p. 441. 


GREAT LAKES. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 

GREEN SYSTEM. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Juris- 
diction, 4—5. 

GRIEVANCES. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 

GUARDS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


‘“‘GUIDING HAND OF COUNSEL.’’ See Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Trials. 


GUILTY PLEAS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 

GUILTY VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Criminal 
Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 

GUN CONTROL ACT OF 1968. See also Constitutional Law, V. 

Fourth Amendment—Business hours—Warrantless search as in- 

spection procedure —Warrantless search of locked storeroom during 

business hours as part of inspection procedure authorized by 

§ 923 (g) of the Gun Control Act of 1968, which resulted in seizure 

of unlicensed firearms from dealer federally licensed to deal in 

sporting weapons, is not violative of Fourth Amendment. United 

States v. Biswell, p. 311. 

HABEAS CORPUS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 

HARD LABOR. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 3; 
Juries, 2. 

HIGH SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

HIRING. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
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HOLDERS OF DEBENTURES. Sce Bankruptcy Act; Standing 
to Sue. 


HOLDING TANKS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; 
Procedure, 1. 


HUNG JURIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 2: 
Juries, 1. 


IDENTIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal 
Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

ILLEGAL ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal 
Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

ILLEGAL ENTRIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal 
Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; 
Workmen’s Compensation. 


ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; VII, 2; Jurisdiction, 
2,7; Pollution. 

IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; Grand Juries, 
1-2. 

IMPEACHMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Trials. 

INACTIVE RESERVE. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 

INCOME. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 

INCOMPETENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; Proce- 
dure, 3. 

INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; Grand 
Juries, 1-2. 

INDEFINITE COMMITMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
II, 3; Procedure, 3. 

INDENTURE TRUSTEES. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to 
Sue. 

INDIANA. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Procedure, 2-3. 

INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 

INDIANS. See also Jurisdiction, 3; Securities Exchange Act of 
1934; Stockholders. 

Ute Partition Act—Termination of trust—Right of first refusal. — 
The Act and the 1961 termination proclamation ended federal 
supervision over the trust and the mixed-bloods’ restricted property, 
including the UDC shares, and the right of first refusal specified 











1028 INDEX 


INDIANS—Continued. 

in the UDC corporate articles created no duty on the Government’s 
part to terminated mixed-bloods seeking to sell their shares. Affili- 
ated Ute Citizens v. United States, p. 128. 

INDIGENTS. See Procedure, 5. 


INDUSTRIAL USERS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Jurisdiction, 4—5. 


INFRINGEMENT. See Aliens; Patents, 1-2: Venue. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Boundaries; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VIII; 
Elections; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5: 
Patents, 2; Procedure, 4, 6, 7; Social Security Act, 1. 


INSANITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; Procedure, 3. 


INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 
1968. 


INSTITUTIONALIZATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; 
Procedure, 3. 


INTERNATIONAL CRIME. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3. 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Counterclaim against foreign national—Excess collateral—Offset 
for Cuban expropriation—lIn circumstances of this case, petitioner 
American bank, in suit brought by respondent for excess collateral 
respondent had pledged with petitioner, may assert counterclaim for 
that excess as offset against value of petitioner’s property in Cuba 
expropriated by Cuba without compensation. First Nat. City Bank 
v. Banco Nacional de Cuba, p. 759. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Federal Communications Com- 
mission; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4—5. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Adminis- 
trative Procedure Act. 

Freight car shortages—Industry code of car-service rules—Promul- 
gation by ICC.—Two ear-service rules promulgated by ICC requir- 
ing generally that unloaded freight cars be returned in the direction 
of the owning railroad are reasonable under the Esch Car Service 
Act of 1917, in view of finding, for which there is substantial record 
support, of a national freight car shortage and conclusion that the 
shortage could be alleviated by mandatory observance of the rules 
which would give the railroads greater use of their cars and provide 
an incentive for the purchase of new equipment. United States v. 
Allegheny-Ludlum Steel, p. 742. 


INTERSTATE WATER POLLUTION. See Abstention; Declar- 
atory Judgments; Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution; Procedure, 1. 
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INTERVENTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; Pro- 
cedure, 4, 7. 


INTRASTATE DELIVERIES. See Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 4—5. 


INTRINSIC DELAY. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 
INVENTIONS. See Patents, 2. 


INVESTIGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5: VII, 2; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 


INVESTORS. See Brankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
INVOLUNTARY. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
IOWA-NEBRASKA BOUNDARY COMPACT. Sce Boundaries. 
ISLANDS. See Boundaries. 

JOINT TORTFEASORS. See Admiralty. 


JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: Criminal Law, 2: Juries, 
1. 


JUDGMENTS. See Procedure, 5. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Arbitration, 2; Government Contracts, 
1-2; Procedure, 5-6; Workmen’s Compensation. 


JURIES. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Criminal Law, 2-3. 

1. Jury selection—Racial minority members—Jury unanimity is 
not mandated by the Fourteenth Amendment requirement that racial 
minorities not be systematically excluded from jury-selection process; 
even when racial minority members are on jury, it does not follow 
that their views will not be just as rationally considered by other 
jury members as would be the case under a unanimity rule. Apo- 
daca v. Oregon, p. 404. 

2. Legislative plan varying size of jury—Gravity of offense—Num- 
ber needed to convict—Louisiana legal scheme providing for unani- 
mous verdicts in capital and five-man jury cases, but for less-than- 
unanimous verdicts otherwise, and which varies difficulty of proving 
guilt with gravity of the offense, was designed to serve rational 
purposes and does not constitute an invidious classification violative 
of equal protection. Johnson v. Louisiana, p. 356. 
JURISDICTION. See also Aliens; Arbitration, 2; Federal Power 

Commission, 1-2; Indians; International Law; Patenis, 1; 
Pollution; Procedure, 2; Railway Labor Act; Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders; Venue. 

1. Application for conscientious objector discharge—California 
domicile—Indiana nominal command.—District Court has jurisdic- 
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JURISDICTION—Continued. 
tion under 28 U. S. C. § 2241 (c)(1) to hear and determine habeas 
corpus application of officer on unattached, inactive Army reserve 
duty while domiciled in California, where military authorities 
processed his application for conscientious objector discharge, al- 
though he was under the nominal command of commanding officer 
of the Reserve Officer Components Personnel Center in Indiana. 
Strait v. Laird, p. 341. 

2. Federal district courts—Interstate water pollution—In this 
case the appropriate federal district court has jurisdiction under 
28 U. S. C. § 1331 (a) to give relief against nuisance of interstate 
water pollution and is the proper forum for litigation of the issues 
involved. Illinois v. City of Milwaukee, p. 91. 

3. Indian suit against United States—Mineral rights—Suit was 
properly dismissed for want of jurisdiction as uncontested suit 
against the United States. Though the Government has consented 
to suits to enforce an Indian’s right to an allotment of land, the 
claimed interest in the mineral estate has not been made subject 
to an allotment. Affiliated Ute Citizens v. United States, p. 128. 

4. Natural gas shortage—Curtailed deliveries to direct-sales cus- 
tomers—FPC certification—Federal Power Commission has juris- 
diction to regulate curtailment of direct interstate sales of natural 
gas under the head of its “transportation” jurisdiction. FPC v. 
Louisiana Power & Light Co., p. 621. 

5. Natural gas shortage—Intrastate “Green System”—FPC juris- 
diction—Federal Power Commission has primary jurisdiction to 
determine whether the Green System (intrastate) was subject to 
its authority, and the Court of Appeals erred in deciding that 
question. FPC v. Louisiana Power & Light Co., p. 621. 

6. Supreme Court—Air pollution—Control devices for automo- 
biles—Though Court has original but not exclusive jurisdiction, it 
exercises discretion to avoid impairing its ability to administer its 
appellate docket. As a matter of law as well as of practical neces- 
sity, remedies for air pollution must be considered in context of 
local situations, making it advisable that this controversy be 
resolved in appropriate federal district courts. Washington v. 
General Motors Corp., p. 109. 

7. Supreme Court—District courts—Suit against States —Though 
Wisconsin could be joined as defendant here under appropriate 
pleadings, it is not mandatory that it be made one, and the political 
subdivisions are not “States” within the meaning of 28 U. S. C. 
§ 1251 (a)(1). If those subdivisions may be sued by Illinois in a 
federal district court, this Court’s original jurisdiction under § 1251 
(b)(3) is merely permissible. Illinois v. City of Milwaukee, p. 91. 
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JURISDICTIONAL PIPELINES. See Federal Power Commis- 
sion, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5. 

JURY IRRESPONSIBILITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; 
Criminal Law, 2; Juries, 1. 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 

JUSTICIABLE CONTROVERSIES. Sce Abstention; Declaratory 
Judgments; Procedure, 1. 

LABOR. See also Arbitration, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1--2; Railway Labor Act. 

1. Collective-bargaining agreement—Arbitration clause—“Any dif- 
ference”—Laches—Where collective-bargaining agreement included 
arbitration “of any difference,” the parties did agree to arbitrate 
and, the existence and scope of an arbitration clause being matters 
for judicial decision, the phrase “any difference” encompasses the 
issue of laches within the broad sweep of its arbitration coverage. 
Operating Engineers v. Flair Builders, Inc., p. 487. 

2. Successor employer—Incumbent union—Successor employer 
may be bound to recognize and bargain with incumbent union, but 
is not bound by substantive provisions of a collective-bargaining 
agreement negotiated by its predecessor but not agreed to or as- 
sumed by the successor employer. NLRB v. Burns Security Serv- 
ices, p. 272. 

LABOR CONTRACTS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

LABOR ELECTIONS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS. See Arbitration, 2; La- 
bor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2; Railway Labor Act. 

LABOR UNIONS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

: LACHES. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 

LACK OF CAPACITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; 
Procedure, 3. 

LAKE MICHIGAN. Sce Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 

LAND TITLES. Sce Boundaries. 

LAWS. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 

LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1-2; Criminal Law, 1; 
Pleas; Trials. 

LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 
2; Elections; Procedure, 4, 7. 
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LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, II. 2; 
Elections; Procedure, 4, 7. 


LEGISLATIVE INTENT. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 
LEGISLATIVE JUDGMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 3: Juries, 2. 


LEGITIMATE SOURCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 


LESS -THAN-UNANIMOUS VERDICTS. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 2-3: Criminal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2 

LEVELS OF PAYMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social 
Security Act, 2. 


LIABILITY OF BANKS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


LICENSES. See Federal Communications Commission. 
LIGHTER SENTENCES. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


LINEUPS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1: VII, 2; Criminal Law, 
3; Juries, 2. 


LIVE PROGRAMING. See Federal Communications Commission. 
LOCAL OUTLETS. See Federal Communications Commission. 


LOCKED STOREROOMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Con- 
trol Act of 1968. 


LOCKEHEED. See Labor, 2: National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
LONG-ARM STATUTES. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 
LONG BRANCH. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 

LOSSES. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 


LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, I, 2: II, 4; Criminal Law, 
3; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Juries, 2; Jurisdiction, 
4-5; Patents, 2; Workmen’s Compensation. 


LOYALTY AFFIDAVITS. Sce Procedure, 6. 

MAGISTRATES. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 3; 
Juries, 2. 

MALAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elec- 
tions; Procedure, 4, 7. 

MANAGEMENT OF INDIAN ASSETS. See Indians; Jurisdic- 
tion, 3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 

MANUFACTURE OF CONSTITUENT PARTS. See Patents, 2. 
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MARINE TOILETS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; 
Procedure, 1. 


MARITIME INJURIES. See Admiralty. 


MARITIME LAW. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 


MAXIMIZED INDIVIDUAL ELIGIBILITY. See Constitutional 
Law, II. 1; Social Security Act, 2. 


MEASURE OF DAMAGES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Secur- 
ities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


MEDIATION. See Arbitration, 2: Railway Labor Act. 
MEMORANDUM AGREEMENTS. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 
MENNONITE CHURCH. See Constitutional Law, IV: VI. 


MENTAL DEFECTIVES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3: 
Procedure, 3. 


MICHIGAN. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Proce- 
dure, 1. 


MILITARY DUTY. Scc Constitutional Law, VIII: Social Security 
Act, 1. 


‘*‘MILITARY ORPHANS.’’ See Constitutional Law, VIII; Social 
Security Act, 1. 


MILITARY PLANES. See Tort Claims Act. 
MILITARY RECORDS. See Jurisdiction, 1: Procedure, 2. 
MILWAUKEE. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7: Pollution. 


MINERAL RIGHTS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


MINNESOTA. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; Proce- 
dure, 4, 7. 


MINOR DISPUTES. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 


MINORITY GROUPS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social 
Security Act, 2. 

MINORITY JURORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Criminal 
Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 

MISCONDUCT. Sce Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 


MISREPRESENTATIONS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


MISSOURI RIVER. See Boundaries. 
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MIXED-BLOODS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


MONETARY RESTITUTION. See Labor, 2; National Labor Re- 
lations Act, 1-2. 


MOOTNESS. See also Procedure, 6. 

Death sentence—Unconstitutional under state constitution—Full 
retroactive application—California Supreme Court decision invali- 
dating death penalty under state constitution has mooted this case, 
where certiorari was granted to consider whether death penalty com- 
ports with Federal Constitution. Aikens v. California, p. 813. 


MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION. See Jurisdiction, 6. 


NATIONAL CAR POOL SYSTEM. See Administrative Proce- 
dure Act; Interstate Commerce Commission. 


NATIONALIZED PROPERTY. See International Law. 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See also Labor, 2. 


1. Labor election—Successor employer—Refusal to honor col- 
lective-bargaining agreement——Where majority of employees hired 
by new employer were represented by recently certified bargaining 
agent and bargaining unit remained unchanged, NLRB correctly 
ordered new employer to bargain with incumbent union. NLRB v. 
Burns Security Services, p. 272. 

2. Successor employer—Existing terms and conditions of employ- 
ment—Initial basis for hiring—NLRB order for monetary restitu- 
tion improper in that new employer, having no outstanding contract 
with union, did not unilaterally change existing terms and conditions 
of employment by specifying basis on which it would hire employees 
of previous employer. NLRB v. Burns Security Services, p. 272. 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD. See Arbitra- 

tion, 2; Railway Labor Act. 


NATURAL GAS ACT. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Ju- 
risdiction, 4—5. 

NATURAL RESOURCES. Sce Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 

NAVIGABLE WATERS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 

NEBRASKA. See Boundaries. 

NEEDY CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Social Se- 
curity Act, 1. 

NEGLIGENCE. See Tort Claims Act. 








INDEX 1035 


NEW EMPLOYERS. See Labor, 2: National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 


NEW JERSEY. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 
NOMINAL COMMAND. Sce Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 
NONCOLLISIONS. See Admiralty. 

NORTH CAROLINA. See Tort Claims Act. 

NOT-GUILTY PLEAS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


NOT-GUILTY VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3: 
Criminal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 


NUISANCES. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 
OATHS. See Procedure, 6. 


OCCUPATIONAL TAXES. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Gun Con- 
trol Act of 1968. 


OFFICERS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 


OFFICIAL CONDUCT. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control 
Act of 1968. 


OFFSETS. See Government Contracts, 1-2; International Law. 
OHIO. See Procedure, 6. 


OIL SHALE DEPOSITS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


OLD ORDER AMISH. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


ON-BOARD TREATMENT. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 


ONTARIO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT. See Labor, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


OPERABLE ASSEMBLY. Sce Patents, 2. 


OREGON. See Aliens; Constitutional Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 
2: Juries, 1; Patents, 1; Venue. 


ORGANIZED CRIME. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2+. 
ORIGINAL JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 
PARENS PATRIAE. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
PARENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

PARTIES. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 


PARTITION SUITS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 
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PARTS. See Patents, 2. 


PASSENGER VESSELS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 


PATENTS. See also Aliens; Venue. 

1. Alien corporation—Patent infringement—Place of incorpora- 
tion—Place of doing business—Title 28 U. S. C. § 1391 (d), pro- 
viding that “an alien may be sued in any district,” embodies the 
long-established rule that a suit against an alien is wholly outside 
the operation of all federal venue laws; hence § 1400 (b), which 
provides that a patent infringement suit may be brought in the 
district of the defendant’s residence or where he has committed 
infringement acts and has a regular place of business, is not the 
exclusive provision governing venue in patent infringement litiga- 
tion. Brunette Machine Wks. v. Kockum Industries, p. 706. 

2. Manufacture of parts—Sale to foreign buyers—Assembly and 
use abroad.—The word “makes” as used in 35 U. S. C. § 271 (a) 
does not extend to the manufacture of the constituent parts of a 
combination machine, and the unassembled export of the elements of 
an invention does not infringe the patent. Deepsouth Packing Co. 
v. Laitram Corp., p. 518. 


PAUP=RS. See Procedure, 5. 

PAWN SHOPS. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 
1968. 

PEAK-DAY COMMITMENTS. Sce Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5. 

PERCENTAGE-REDUCTION FACTOR. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 

PER SE EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Constitutional Law, 
Vid, 2. 

PERSONS. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 

PIPELINES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 
4-5. 

PLACE OF BUSINESS. See Aliens; Patents, 1; Venue. 

PLANT GUARDS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

PLANT PROTECTION SERVICE. Sce Labor, 2; Nationai Labor 
Relations Act, 1-2. 

PLEA BARGAINING. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


PLEADINGS. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 
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PLEAS. See also Criminal Law, 1. 

Guilty plea on advice of counsel—New counsel—Change of plea.— 
Claim that guilty plea was not voluntarily and intelligently made 
because of alleged conflict of interest on the part of counsel has no 
merit; therefore, alleged conflict of interest is not reason for vacating 
plea. Dukes v. Warden, p. 250. 

POLICE STATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

POLITICAL CORRUPTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 

POLITICAL PARTIES. See Procedure, 6. 

POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 

POLLUTION. See also Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Jur- 
isdiction, 2, 6-7; Procedure, 1. 

Interstate navigable waters—Federal common law—Relief —Fed- 
eral common law applies to air and water in their ambient or inter- 
state aspects and federal equity courts have a wide range of powers 
to grant relief against pollution of this sort. Illinois v. City of 
Milwaukee, p. 91. 

POLLUTION CONTROL DEVICES. See Jurisdiction, 6. 

POST-INDICTMENT PRETRIAL LINEUPS. See Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2. 

PRE-EMPTION. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 

PREJUDICIAL PROCEDURES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

PRELIMINARY HEARINGS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

PREMATURITY. Sce Procedure, 6. 

PRETRIAL PROCEDURES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

PRIMARY JURISDICTION. Sce Federal Power Commission, 1- 
2; Jurisdiction, 4—5. 

PRIMARY TAINT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Criminal Law, 
3; Juries, 2. 

PRIORITIES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 
4-5. 

PRIVILEGES. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 1: Trials. 

PROCEDURE. See also Abstention; Admiralty; Administrative 
Procedure Act; Aliens; Arbitration, 2: Bankruptcy Act; 
Constitutional Law, I, 1; Ii, 2-3; VII, 1; Criminal Law, 1: 
Declaratory Judgments; Elections; Federal Power Commis- 
sion, 1-2: Government Contracts, 1-2: International Law; 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 
Interstate Commerce Commission; Jurisdiction, 2, 4-5, 7; 
Mootness; Patents, 1; Pleas; Pollution; Railway Labor Act; 
Standing to Sue; Trials; Venue. 

1. Ambiguous state statute—Resolution by state courts—Avoid- 
ance or modification of federal constitutional questions—Absence of 
countervailing considerations —Where a state statute has not yet 
been construed by the state courts and is unclear in particulars that 
go to the foundation of the actual controversy, and where there 
is no countervailing consideration, abstention is appropriate because 
authoritative resolution of the ambiguities in the state courts is 
sufficiently likely to avoid or modify the federal constitutional ques- 
tions. Lake Carriers’ Assn. v. MacMullan, p. 498. 

2. Application for conscientious objector discharge—California 
domicile—Indiana nominal command .—District Court has jurisdic- 
tion under 28 U. S. C. § 2241 (c)(1) to hear and determine habeas 
corpus application of officer on unattached, inactive Army reserve 
duty while domiciled in California, where military authorities proc- 
essed his application for conscientious objector discharge, although 
he was under the nominal command of commanding officer of the 
Reserve Officer Components Personnel Center in Indiana. Strait 
v. Laird, p. 341. 

3. Due process—Commitment because of lack of capacity to 
stand trial——State’s indefinite commitment of criminal defendant 
solely on account of his lack of capacity to stand trial violates due 
process; such a defendant cannot be held more than the reasonable 
period necessary to determine whether there is a substantial proba- 
bility that he will attain competency in the foreseeable future and, 
if there is no such probability, the State must institute civil pro- 
ceedings applicable to indefinite commitment of those not charged 
with crime, or release the defendant. Jackson v. Indiana, p. 715. 

4. Injunction—Appeal.-—District Court’s injunction respecting 
number of legislative districts and of senators and representatives is 
sufficient to justify direct appeal under 28 U. S. C. § 1253. Sixty- 
seventh Minnesota State Senate v. Beens, p. 187. 

5. Pauper’s appeal—Nonfrivolous appeal—Supervening statute.— 
Cause remanded for state court’s reconsideration in light of super- 
vening statute. Huffman v. Boersen, p. 337. 

6. Revision of election code—Issues, except one, mooted—No alle- 
gation of injury—The record and pleadings on the one issue not 
mooted by supervening legislation are inadequate for resolution of 
the constitutional questions presented; in view of the abstract and 
speculative posture of the case the appeal is dismissed. Socialist 
Labor Party v. Gilligan, p. 583. 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 

7. State senate—Intervention—State senate, here directly affected 
by District Court’s orders, is an appropriate legal entity for pur- 
poses of intervention. Sixty-seventh Minnesota State Senate v 
Beens, p. 187. 

PROOF. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3: Criminal Law, 2-3; 
Juries, 1-2. 
PROSECUTIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


PROSECUTORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: Criminal Law, 
2; Juries, 1. 


PROTECTION. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5; Grand Juries, 
1.3 


PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 


PUBLIC INTEREST. See Federal Communications Commission. 
PUBLIC INVESTORS. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


PUMP-OUT FACILITIES. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2; Juries, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 


RACKETEERING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 


RAILROADS. See Administrative Procedure Act; Admiralty; 
Arbitration, 2: Interstate Commerce Commission; Railway 
Labor Act. 


RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See also Arbitration, 2. 
Discharge—Breach of contract action based on state law—Griev- 
ance and arbitration procedures.—Since the source of railroad em- 
ployee’s right not to be discharged and of his employer’s obligation 
to restore him to regular employment following an injury is the 
collective-bargaining agreement, employee must follow the grievance 
and arbitration procedures set forth in the Railway Labor Act. 
Moore v. Illinois Central R. Co., 312 U. S. 630, overruled. Andrews 
v. Louisville & Nashville R. Co., p. 320. 
RATIONAL GROUNDS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Criminal 
Law, 2; Juries, 1. 
REAL DANGERS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2-3 


REAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Elections; 
Procedure, 4, 7. 
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REASONABLE DOUBT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 


RECOUPMENT. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 


RECREATIONAL WATERCRAFT. See Abstention; Declaratory 
Judgments; Procedure, 1. 


REFUSAL TO ANSWER QUESTIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
ITI, 4. 


REFUSAL TO BARGAIN. See Labor, 2; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act, 1-2. 


REGULATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Federal Communi- 
cations Commission; Gun Control Act of 1968. 


REGULATORY INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Gun Control Act of 1968. 


REHEARINGS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 
RELIEF. See Arbitration, 1; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VIII; 


Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Labor, 1; Pollution; Social Security Act, 
1-2. 


RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

REMEDIES. See Admiralty; Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 
REORGANIZATIONS. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
REPORT OF SPECIAL MASTER. Sce Boundaries. 


REPRESENTATION. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 


REPRESENTATION BY COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, I, 
2; Criminal Law, 3; Juries, 2. 

RESALES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 
4-5. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. See Jurisdiction, 6. 

RESERVE OFFICERS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 


RESIDENCES. See Aliens; Jurisdiction, 1; Patents, 1; Proce- 
dure, 2; Venue. 


RESPONSIVE ANSWERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-3. 


RESTITUTION. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. . 


RESTORATION. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor Act. 
RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Jurisdiction, 6. 
RETROACTIVITY. See Mootness. 
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REVISED TARIFFS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Ju- 
risdiction, 4—5. 

RIFLES. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 1968. 

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

RIGHT TO REMAIN SILENT. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Trials. 

RIGHT TO TRIAL. Sec Criminal Law, 1: Pleas. 

RIPARIAN LANDS. See Boundaries. 

ROBBERIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2: Criminal Law, 3: 
Juries, 2. 

RULE-MAKING POWER. See Administrative Procedure Act; 
Federal Communications Commission; Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

RULES. See Administrative Procedure Act; Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

SALES OF STOCK. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 

SALES RHETORIC. Sce Patents, 2. 

SANITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 3; Procedure, 3. 

SAWED-OFF RIFLES. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control 
Act of 1968. 

SCHOOL ATTENDANCE. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 

SCOPE OF IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5. 

SCOPE OF THE PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Con- 
trol Act of 1968. 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 
3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Bank- 
ruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 

SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934. See also Indians; 
Jurisdiction, 3; Stockholders. 

Damages—Fraudulent conduct.—Correct measure of damages 
under §28 of the Act is difference between fair value of what 
mixed-blood seller received for his stock and what he would have 
received had there been no fraudulent conduct (except where de- 
fendant received more than seller’s actual loss, in which case 
defendant’s profit is amount of damages). Affiliated Ute Citizens 
v. United States, p. 128. 
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SECURITY. See Procedure, 5. 

SECURITY SERVICES. See Labor, 2: National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; VII, 
1; Grand Juries, 1-2; Trials. 

SENTENCES. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 

SEQUESTRATION OF WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Trials. 

SERVICE CONTRACTS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-2. 

SERVICEMEN. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Procedure, 2; Social Security Act, 1. 

SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Aliens; Patents, 1: Venue. 

SETOFFS. See International Law. 

SETTLEMENTS. Sce Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 

SEWAGE. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 

SEWERAGE COMMISSIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 

SHIPPERS. See Administrative Procedure Act; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

SHORTAGES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 
4-5. 

SHORTAGES OF FREIGHT CARS. See Administrative Proce- 
dure Act; Interstate Commerce Commission. 

SHRIMP DEVEINERS. See Patents, 2. 

SIGNALS. See Federal Communications Commission. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; VII, 1-2; 
Criminal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2; Trials. 

SOCIALIST LABOR PARTY. Sce Procedure, 6. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See also Constitutional Law, II, 1, 4; 
VIII; Workmen’s Compensation. 

1. Supremacy Clause—State definition of “continued absence’— 
Active military service——State regulations exclude active military 
service from the definition of a parent's “continued absence from 
the home” so as to deny AFDC benefits to the child and wife of 
serviceman on active duty; the corresponding criterion of the Social 
Security Act means that the parent may be absent for any reason; 
that criterion applies to one who is absent on military service, and 
California’s definition is invalid under the Supremacy Clause. Carle- 
son v. Remillard, p. 598. 
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SOCIAL SECURITY ACT—Continued. 

2. Texas scheme—Computation procedure—Marimized individual 
eligibility —Section 402 (a) (23) of the Social Security Act does not 
require use of a computation procedure that maximizes individual 
eligibility for subsidiary benefits. Jefferson v. Hackney, p. 535. 


SONIC BOOMS. See Tort Claims Act. 

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. Sce International Law. 

SPECIAL MASTER’S REPORT. Sce Boundaries. 

SPECULATIVE DANGERS. See Constitutional Law, IIT. 2-3 

SPORTING WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, V;: Gun Con- 
trol Act of 1968. 

STANDARDS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1: II. 3: Procedure, 3 


STANDING TO SUE. See also Bankruptcy Act; Procedure, 6. 

Indenture—Debentures—Annual financial losses—Involuntary re- 
organization—Under Chapter X of the Bankruptey Act, trustee in 
reorganization does not have standing to assert, on behalf of deben- 
ture holders, claims of misconduct by an indenture trustee. Caplin 
v. Marine Midland Grace Trust Co., p. 416. 


STATE BOUNDARIES. See Boundaries. 


STATE COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION. Sce Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 2-4. 


STATE DEPARTMENT. See International Law. 


STATE LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: Elec- 
tions; Procedure, 4, 7. 


STATE REPRESENTATIVES. See Constitutional Law, II. 2: 
Elections; Procedure, 4, 7. 


STATES. See Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution. 


STATE SENATORS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: Elections; 
Procedure, 4, 7. 


STATUTES. See Constitutional Law, II. 2; Elections; Procedure, 
“ %. 


STATUTORY IMMUNITY. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2-4. 


STATUTORY RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control 
Act of 1968. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACTS. Sce Abstention; Declaratory 
Judgments; Procedure, 1. 


STOCK CERTIFICATES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3: Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 
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STOCKHOLDERS. See also Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934. 

Misstatements of fact—SEC Rule 10b-5—Market price-—Court 
of Appeals correctly held that bank employees violated Rule 10b-5 
by misstatements of material fact concerning market price of shares, 
but the court erred in holding no violation of the Rule unless record 
disclosed evidence of reliance on the misrepresentations. All that is 
needed is that facts withheld be material in sense that reasonable 
investor might have considered them important in making his de- 
cision. Affiliated Ute Citizens v. United States, p. 128. 


STOCK VALUATION. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


STORAGE DEVICES. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; 
Procedure, 1. 


STOREROOMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 
1968. 


STRICT LIABILITY. See Tort Claims Act. 
SUBROGATION. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
SUBSCRIBERS. See Federal Communications Commission. 


SUBSIDIARY BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social 
Security Act, 2. 


SUCCESSOR EMPLOYERS. See Labor, 2; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act, 1-2. 


SUIT AGAINST ALIENS. See Aliens; Patents, 1: Venue. 


SUIT AGAINST UNITED STATES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 
3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


SUMMARY JUDGMENTS. See Tort Claims Act. 
SUPERVENING LEGISLATION. See Procedure, 6. 


SUPERVISION OF INDIANS. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


SUPPRESSION OF TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 
2. 


SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Abstention; Constitutional Law, 
VIII; Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1; Social Security 
Act, 1. 

SUPREME COURT. See also Jurisdiction, 2, 6-7; Pollution. 


Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, p. 951. 
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SURVIVING DEPENDENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4: 
Workmen’s Compensation. 


SUSPECTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

SYSTEMATIC EXCLUSION OF JURORS. Sce Constitutional 
Law, I, 3; Criminal Law, 2: Juries, 1. 

TARIFFS. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2: Jurisdiction, 4—5. 

TELEVISION. See Federal Communications Commission. 

TEMPORARY SHORTAGES. Sce Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 4—5. 

TENNESSEE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1: Trials. 

“TEN OF TWELVE’’ RULE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: 
Criminal Law, 2: Juries, 1. 

TERMINATION OF INDIAN TRUSTS. See Indians; Jurisdic- 
tion, 3: Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


TERMINATION PROCLAMATION. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 
3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT. See Labor, 2; 
National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 

TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; VII, 1; Grand 
Juries, 1-2; Trials. 

TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social Security Act, 2. 

THIRD-PARTY PRACTICE. See Admiralty. 


THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Abstention; Declaratory Judg- 
ments; Procedure, 1. 


TIMELINESS. See Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 


TORT CLAIMS ACT. See also Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securi- 
ties Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


Sonic boom—Damaged property—Military planes on training mis- 
sion—Damage from sonic boom caused by military planes, where 
no negligence was shown either in the planning or operation of the 
flight, is not actionable under the Federal Tort Claims Act, which 
does not authorize suit against the Government on claims based on 
strict or absolute liability for ultrahazardous activity. Laird v. 
Nelms, p. 797. 


TRAINING MISSIONS. See Tort Claims Act. 
TRANSACTIONAL IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 
1-5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 


TRANSPORTATION. See Jurisdiction, 6. 
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TREASURY AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control 
Act of 1968. 

TRESPASSES. See Tort Claims Act. 

TRIALS. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; VII, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-3; Juries, 1-2; Pleas. 

Accused penalized by remaining silent at close of State’s case— 
Requirement that a defendant in a criminal proceeding “desiring to 
testify shall do so before any other testimony for the defense is heard 
by the court trying the case” violates the defendant’s privilege againsi 
self-incrimination; defendant may not be penalized for remaining 
silent at the close of the State’s case by being excluded from the 
stand later in the trial. Brooks v. Tennessee, p. 605. 


TRIBAL REPRESENTATIVES. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


TRUSTEES. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 


TRUST INDENTURE ACT OF 1939. See Bankruptcy Act; 
Standing to Sue. 


ULTRAHAZARDOUS ACTIVITY. See Tort Claims Act. 


UNACKNOWLEDGED ILLEGITIMATES. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 4; Workmen’s Compensation. 


UNANIMOUS VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 


UNASSEMBLED ELEMENTS. See Patents, 2. 
UNATTACHED DUTY. Sce Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2. 
UNFAIR COMPETITION. See Patents, 2. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Labor, 2; National Labor 
Relations Act, 1-2. 


UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS. See Indians; Jurisdic- 
tion, 3; Securities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


UNINTELLIGENT GUILTY PLEAS. See Criminal Law, 1; 
Pleas. 


UNIONS. See Arbitration, 1-2; Labor, 1-2; National Labor Re- 
lations Act, 1-2; Railway Labor Act. 


UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. See Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Jurisdiction, 4-5. 
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UNITED PLANT GUARD WORKERS. See Labor, 2: National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 


UNIVERSAL EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 


UNLICENSED FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, V;: Gun 
Control Act of 1968. 


UNMET NEEDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social Security 
Act, 2. 


UNREASONABLE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Gun Control Act of 1968. 


UNTIMELINESS. Sce Arbitration, 1; Labor, 1. 


UNWILLING WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; 
Grand Juries, 1-2. 


USE AND DERIVATIVE USE. See Constitutional Law, III, 
1-5; Grand Juries, 1-2. 


UTE DISTRIBUTION CORP. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Se- 
curities Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


UTE PARTITION ACT. Sce Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


VACATING PLEAS. Sce Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 


VAGUENESS. See Abstention; Constitutional Law, III, 2-3; 
Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 


VALUE OF STOCK. See Indians; Jurisdiction, 3; Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934; Stockholders. 


VENUE. See also Aliens; Patents, 1. 

Alien corporation—Patent infringement—Place of incorporation— 
Place of doing business—Title 28 U. S. C. § 1391 (d), providing 
that “an alien may be sued in any district,” embodies the long- 
established rule that a suit against an alien is wholly outside the 
operation of all federal venue laws; hence, § 1400 (b) which provides 
that a patent infringement suit may be brought in the district of 
the defendant’s residence or where he has committed infringement 
acts and has a regular place of business, is not the exclusive pro- 
vision governing venue in patent infringement litigation. Brunette 
Machine Wks. v. Kockum Industries, p. 706. 

VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; Criminal Law, 2-3; 
Juries, 1-2. 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI. 
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VOLUNTARY PLEAS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
WACKENHOUT. See Labor, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-2. 
WAIVER OF TRIAL. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
WANT OF JURY UNANIMITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3; 
Criminal Law, 2-3; Juries, 1-2. 
WARRANTLESS ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 3; Juries, 2. 
WARRANTLESS SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun 
Control Act of 1968. 
WATER POLLUTION. See Abstention; Declaratory Judgments; 
Jurisdiction, 2, 7; Pollution; Procedure, 1. 
WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1970. See Ab- 
stention; Declaratory Judgments; Procedure, 1. 
WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Gun Control Act of 1968. 
WEBB & KNAPP. See Bankruptcy Act; Standing to Sue. 
WELFARE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; VIII; Social Security 
Act, 1-2. 
WIRE COMMUNICATIONS. See Federal Communications Com- 
mission. 
WISCONSIN. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI; Jurisdiction, 2, 
7; Pollution. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PLEAS. See Criminal Law, 1; Pleas. 
WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-5; VII, 1-2; Grand 
Juries, 1-2; Trials. 
WORDS. 
1. “Any district.” 28 U. S. C. § 1391 (d). Brunette Machine 
Wks. v. Kockum Industries, p. 706. 
2. “Continued absence.” 42 U. S. C. §606(a). Carleson v. 
Remillard, p. 598. 
3. “Laws.” 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (a). Illinois v. City of Milwaukee, 
p. 91. 
4. “Makes.” 35 U.S. C. §271 (a). Deepsouth Packing Co. v. 
Laitram Corp., p. 518. 


5. “Negligent or wrongful act or omission of any employee of the 
Government.” Federal Tort Claims Act. Laird v. Nelms, p. 797. 


6. “States.” 28 U. S. C. § 1251 (a)(1). Illinois v. City of Mil- 
waukee, p. 91. 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. See also Constitutional Law, 
IT, 4. 

Equal protection of the laws—lllegitimate children—U nacknowl- 
edged, ilegitimate children—Louisiana’s denial of equal recovery 
rights to dependent unacknowledged illegitimate children violates the 
Equal Protection Clause, as inferior classification of these dependent 
children bears no significant relationship to the recognized purposes 
of recovery that workmen’s compensation statutes were destined to 
serve. Weber v. Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., p. 164. 


WRONGFUL DISCHARGES. See Arbitration, 2; Railway Labor 
Act. 


WUNDERLICH ACT. See Government Contracts, 1-2. 
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ABANDONED PROPERTY. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

ABATEMENT OF PROSECUTION. See Elections, 1-2: Proce- 
dure, 3. 

ACCESSORIES. See Constitutional Law, I. 

ACCESS TO EMPLOYEES. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 

ACCOMPLICES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 

ACQUITTALS. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 3. 

ACTION OF STATE LEGISLATURE. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; School Desegregation, 2. 

ADDRESSES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

ADJUDICATORY STAGES. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; Ju- 
venile Courts; Procedure, 1. 

ADMIRALTY. See also Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 


Tow in international waters—Disaster at sea—Refuge in Tampa— 
Suit by towee-—Where vital part of towing contract was a forum- 
selection clause, that clause is binding on the parties unless the party 
invoking a different forum can meet the heavy burden of showing 
that its enforcement would be unreasonable, unfair, or unjust. The 
Bremen v. Zapata Off-Shore Co., p. 1. 

ADMISSIBILITY. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI, 1; VIII, 5; 
Criminal Law, 3; Judicial Review, 3. 

AID-TO-INDIGENT-DEFENDANTS FUND. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 3. 

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 4-5; Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 

ALL-NEGRO SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 

ALL-WHITE SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 


ALTERNATIVE DESEGREGATION PLANS. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1; School Desegregation, 2. 
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AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE. See Consti- 
tutional Law, V, 3. 


ANTI-INJUNCTION STATUTE. See Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 2. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

Professional baseball—Reserve system—Traded player has no right 
to make own contract —The longstanding exemption of professional 
baseball from the antitrust laws is an established aberration, in the 
light of the Court’s holding that other interstate professional sports 
are not similarly exempt, but one in which Congress has acquiesced, 
and that is entitled to the benefit of stare decisis. Removal of the 
resultant inconsistency at this late date is a matter for legislative, 
not judicial, resolution. Flood v. Kuhn, p. 258. 


APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; Criminal 
Law, 1-2; Judicial Review, 2; Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act; Procedure, 4-5; Sentences; Trials. 


ARBITRARY EXCLUSIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; 
Juries; Standing. 


ARIZONA. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 
ARKANSAS. See Constitutional Law, I. 


ARMED AND DANGEROUS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; 
Criminal Law, 3. 


ARMY POSTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 
ARREST WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
ASSESSMENTS. See Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 


ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 
3, 5; Criminal Law, 4; Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 


ATTENDANCE ZONES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Criminal Law, 4. 


AVENUES OF COMMUNICATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 
5-6; VII. 


BALANCING TESTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 
BARGES. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 
BASEBALL PLAYERS. See Antitrust Acts. 
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INDEX 
BASE COMMANDANT. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 


BIAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; Standing. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1: School 
Desegregation, 2. 


BOMBINGS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
BOOKSTORES. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 2. 
BOUNDARIES. Sce Judicial Review, 2: Procedure, 4. 


BOUNDARY LINES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2: School 
Desegregation, 1. 


BREACHED MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 2. 


BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


BRIDGEPORT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 
BUGGING ACTIVITIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


BURDEN OF PROOF. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, II, 9; 
Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 


BUSINESS OF BASEBALL. See Antitrust Acts. 
BUYERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


BYLAWS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 1; 
Standing to Sue. 


CALIFORNIA. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


CAUCASIAN RACE. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Standing to Sue. 


CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY OFFICE. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VI, 3-5. 


CERTIORARI. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-6; Injunctions, 1; 
Judicial Review, 1; Juries; Standing; Standing to Sue. 


CHALLENGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; Standing. 
CHATTELS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

CIVIL COMMITMENTS. See Judicial Review, 1. 
CIVILIANS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

CIVIL JUDGMENT DEBTORS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1875. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; 
Juries; Standing. 
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CIVIL RIGHTS ACTS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunc- 
tions, 2. 

CIVIL SERVANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 

CLEAR AND PRESENT DANGER. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 3-5. 

CLERICAL TASKS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. See Constitutional Law, I. 


COLLEGE STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 
1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 


COMITY. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 2. 
COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Antitrust Acts. 

COMMERCIAL TENANTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 
COMMITMENTS. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 4. 


COMPANY PREMISES. See Labor; National Labor Relations 
Act. 


COMPANY RECORDS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 
COMPREHENSIVE CHALLENGES. See Judicial Review, 1. 
CONCEALED ASSETS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


CONCEALED WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 3. 

CONDITIONAL SALES CONTRACTS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 1-3, 7. 

CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 5; Judicial 
Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

CONFINEMENT FOR CIVIL CONTEMPT. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 4. 

CONFLICT OF LAWS. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTENT. See Antitrust Acts. 

CONNECTICUT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 
3; Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


CONSPIRACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 























INDEX 939 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Antitrust Acts; Criminal 
Law, 1-4; Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2: Judicial 
Review, 2-3; Juries; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1-2, 4-5: 
School Desegregation, 1-2; Sentences; Standing; Standing to 
Sue; Trials. 


I. Double Jeopardy. 


Not guilty of murder—Trial for robbery—Collateral estoppel— 
Jury’s finding, after being given a charge on accessories, that peti- 
tioner was not guilty of the murder compels the conclusion that peti- 
tioner was not at the scene of the crime, which precludes a con- 
stitutionally valid conviction for the robbery. Turner v. Arkansas, 
p. 366. 


II. Due Process. 


1. Conditional sales contracts—Defaults—Ezx parte actions of re- 
plevin—Procedural due process in the context of these cases requires 
an opportunity for a hearing before the State authorizes its agents 
to seize property in the possession of a person upon the application 
of another. The minimal deterrent effect of the bond requirement 
against unfounded applications for a writ constitutes no substitute 
for a pre-seizure hearing, and it is immaterial that the deprivation 
may be temporary and nonfinal during the three-day post-seizure 
period. Fuentes v. Shevin, p. 67. 


2. Conditional sales contracts—Defaults—Ez parte actions of re- 
plevin—tThese replevin provisions are invalid under the Fourteenth 
Amendment since they work a deprivation of property without due 
process of law by denying the right to a prior opportunity to be heard 
before chattels are taken from the possessor. Fuentes v. Shevin, 
p. 67. 

3. Conditional sales contracts—Printed forms—Waiver of pro- 
cedural due process rights—The contract provisions for repossession 
by the seller on the buyer’s default do not amount to a waiver of 
the buyer’s procedural due process rights, those provisions neither 
dispensing with a prior hearing nor indicating the procedure by 
which repossession was to be achieved. Fuentes v. Shevin, p. 67. 

4. Ex parte referral for psychiatric evaluation—Exzpiration of 
sentence—Confinement for indefinite term—lIt is a denial of due 
process to continue to hold petitioner, whose five-year sentence had 
expired, on the basis of an ex parte order committing him to obser- 
vation without the procedural safeguards commensurate with a long- 
term commitment; without affording him those safeguards his further 
detention cannot be justified as analogous to confinement for civil 











940 INDEX 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
contempt or for any other reason. McNeil v. Director, Patuxent 
Institution, p. 245. 

5. Handbill distribution in interior of privately owned shopping 
center—Other access to patrons available—It would be an unwar- 
ranted infringement of property rights to require shopping mall 
owner to yield to the exercise of First Amendment rights under cir- 
cumstances where adequate alternative avenues of communication 
with patrons of the shopping center’s premises exist. Lloyd Corp. 
v. Tanner, p. 551. 

6. Handbill distribution in shopping mall—Public invited to do 
business with commercial tenants—Privately owned and operated 
shopping center did not lose its private character and owner’s right 
to protection under the Fourteehth Amendment merely because the 
public is generally invited to use it for the purpose of doing business 
with the individual stores. Lloyd Corp. v. Tanner, p. 551. 

7. Installment payments—Not items of “necessity.”—The posses- 
sory interest of the buyers, who made substantial installment pay- 
ments, was sufficient for them to invoke procedural due process safe- 
guards notwithstanding their lack of full title to the replevied goods. 
The ground that the household goods seized were not items of “‘neces- 
sity” (and therefore did not require due process protection) is irrele- 
vant since the Fourteenth Amendment imposes no such limitation. 
Fuentes v. Shevin, p. 67. 

8. Speedy trial not wanted—Defendant not seriously prejudiced — 
The lack of any serious prejudice to petitioner and the fact, as dis- 
closed by the record, that he did not want a speedy trial outweigh 
opposing considerations and compel the conclusion that petitioner 
was not deprived of his due process right to a speedy trial. Barker 
v. Wingo, p. 514. 

9. Trial of delinquent juvenile—Preponderance-of-evidence stand- 
ard—In re Winship, 397 U. S. 358, which held that proof beyond a 
reasonable doubt is essential to due process at the adjudicatory stage 
when a juvenile is charged with an act that would constitute a crime 
if committed by an adult, must be given fully retroactive effect. 
Ivan V. v. City of New York, p. 203. 


III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Creation of new school district during dismantling of dual school 
system—Whether action affecting dismantling of a dual school sys- 
tem is initiated by the legislature or the school board is immaterial; 
the criterion is whether the dismantling is furthered or hindered by 
carving a new school district from the larger district having the 
dual school system, and a proposal that would impede the dis- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
mantling process may be enjoined. United States v. Scotland Neck 
Bd. of Educ., p. 484. 

2. Dismantling of city-county segregated school system not com- 
plete—City’s proposal to create separate system—In determining 
whether realignment of school districts by officials comports with 
requirements of Fourteenth Amendment, courts will be guided, not 
by the motivation of the officials, but by the effect of their action. 
In the totality of the circumstances of this case, the District Court 
was justified in concluding that Emporia’s establishment of a separate 
school system would impede the process of dismantling the segregated 
school system. Wright v. Council of City of Emporia, p. 451. 


3. Indigent defendant—Appointed counsel—Legal defense fees paid 
by State—Kansas recoupment statute enabling State to recover in 
subsequent civil proceedings legal defense fees for indigent defend- 
ants violates the Equal Protection Clause in that, by virtue of the 
statute, indigent defendants are deprived of the array of protective 
exemptions Kansas has erected for other civil judgment debtors. 
James v. Strange, p. 128. 

4. Regulatory scheme enforced by state liquor board—State in- 
sufficiently implicated in club’s discriminatory guest practices.— 
Operation of regulatory scheme enforced by state liquor board, with 
exception noted, does not sufficiently implicate the State in private 
club’s discriminatory guest practices so as to make those practices 
“state action” within the purview of the Equal Protection Clause, 
and there is no suggestion in the record that the State’s regulation of 
the sale of liquor is intended overtly or covertly to encourage dis- 
crimination. Moose Lodge No. 107 v. Irvis, p. 163. 

5. State sanctions — National fraternal organization. — Liquor 
board’s regulation requiring that “every club licensee shall adhere to 
all the provisions of its constitution and by-laws” in effect placed 
state sanctions behind the discriminatory guest practices that were 
enacted by the fraternal organization’s supreme lodge after the Dis- 
trict Court’s decision, and enforcement of that regulation should be 
enjoined to the extent that it requires the lodge’s branch to adhere 
to those practices. Moose Lodge No. 107 v. Irvis, p. 163. 


6. Systematic exclusion of Negroes from jury rolls—White defend- 
ant.—The Court of Appeals’ affirmance of the District Court’s denial 
of relief on the ground that petitioner, not being a Negro, was not 
deprived of his rights to due process and equal protection and 
suffered no unconstitutional discrimination when Negroes were sys- 
tematically excluded from the grand jury that indicted him and the 
petit jury that convicted him is reversed. Peters v. Kiff, p. 493. 














942 INDEX 





CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
IV. Fifth Amendment. 

Assertedly involuntary statement—Confession to police officer pos- 
ing as fellow prisoner—Any possible error in the admission of the 
challenged confession was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt in 
light of three other unchallenged confessions and strong corroborative 
evidence of petitioner’s guilt. Milton v. Wainwright, p. 371. 


V. First Amendment. 


1. Disorderly conduct—Direction to leave the scene-—The statute 
is not impermissibly vague or broad as “citizens who desire to obey 
it will have no difficulty in understanding it,” and, as construed by 
the state court, individuals may not be convicted thereunder merely 
for expressing unpopular ideas. Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 


2. Disseminating and receiving information—Failure to move on— 
Roadside incident —State’s disorderly conduct statute was not un- 
constitutionally applied, there being ample evidence that the action 
of a bystander, who had no constitutional right to observe the 
ticketing process or engage the issuing officer in conversation, was 
interfering with enforcement of traffic laws. Colten v. Kentucky, 
p. 104. 


3. Peaceable distribution of leaflets—Exzpulsion from and return 
to public street traversing military post —Application of 18 U.S. C. 
§ 1382, proscribing re-entry onto a military post of a person who 
has been removed therefrom or ordered by an officer not to re-enter, 
is violative of First Amendment rights as applied to this civilian 
who had previously been barred from the post and who was arrested 
after re-entry while quietly distributing leaflets on a public street, 
extensively used by civilians as well as military personnel, that runs 
through Fort Sam Houston, an open military post. Flower v. United 
States, p. 197. 


VI. Fourth Amendment. 


1, Search and seizure—Admissibility of seized weapons and nar- 
cotics.—Officer making a reasonable investigatory stop may conduct 
a limited protective search for concealed weapons when he has 
reason to believe that the suspect is armed and dangerous. Here 
the information from the informant had enough indicia of reliability 
to justify the officer’s forcible stop and the protective seizure of the 
weapon, which afforded reasonable ground for the search incident 
to the arrest that ensued. Adams v. Williams, p. 143. 


2. Warrant issued by a clerk of the municipal court—“Magis- 
trates” or “Judicial Officers.”—City charter provision authorizing 




















INDEX 943 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

municipal court clerks to issue arrest warrants for breach of munic- 
ipal ordinances comports with requirements of Fourth Amendment 
that warrants be issued by a neutral and detached magistrate who 
must be capable of determining whether probable cause exists for 
issuance of the warrant. The clerks, though laymen, worked within 
the Judicial Branch under supervision of municipal court judges 
and were qualified to make the determination whether there is 
probable cause to believe that a municipal code violation has 
occurred. Shadwick v. City of Tampa, p. 345. 

3. Warrantless electronic surveillance—Domestic security—Indi- 
vidual privacy—The Fourth Amendment (which shields private 
speech from unreasonable surveillance) requires prior judicial 
approval for the type of domestic security surveillance involved in 
this case, and resort to appropriate warrant procedure would not 
frustrate the legitimate purposes of domestic security searches. 
United States v. United States District Court, p. 297. 

4. Warrantless electronic surveillance—Domestic security—Neu- 
tral magistrates—The Government’s duty to safeguard domestic 
security must be weighed against the potential danger that unreason- 
able surveillances pose to individual privacy and free expression; 
the freedoms of the Fourth Amendment cannot properly be guar- 
anteed if domestic security surveillances are conducted solely within 
the discretion of the Executive Branch without the detached judg- 
ment of a neutral magistrate. United States v. United States 
District Court, p. 297. 

5. Warrantless electronic surveillance—Presidential powers in 
national security area-——The proviso in 18 U. S. C. § 2511 (3) that 
nothing in the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act, which 
authorizes court-approved electronic surveillance for specified crimes, 
limits the President’s constitutional power to protect against over- 
throw of the Government or against “any other clear and present 
danger to the structure or existence of the Government” is merely 
a disclaimer of congressional intent to define presidential powers in 
matters affecting national security, and is not a grant of authority 
to conduct warrantless national security surveillances. United 
States v. United States District Court, p. 297. 


VII. Freedom of the Press. 


Handbill distribution in interior of privately owned shopping 
center—No-handbilling policy—Policy of prohibiting distribution 
of all handbills within the shopping center did not violate First 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

Amendment rights unrelated to the center’s operation as there was 
no dedication of the privately owned and operated shopping center 
to public use so as to entitle individuals to exercise First Amend- 
ment rights therein. Lloyd Corp. v. Tanner, p. 551. 


VIII. Sixth Amendment. 


1. Double Jeopardy—Enhanced penalty on reconviction—The 
Double Jeopardy Clause does not prohibit an enhanced sentence 
on reconviction. Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 

2. Due process—Two-tier system—De novo trial after inferior 
court conviction.—State’s two-tier system does not violate the 
Due Process Clause, as it imposes no penalty on those who seek 
a trial de novo after having been convicted in the inferior court; 
the state procedure involves a completely fresh determination of 
guilt or innocence by the superior court which is not the court 
that acted on the case before and has no motive to deal more 
strictly with a de novo defendant than it would with any other. 
Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 

3. Right to counsel—No court-appointed counsel.—The right of 
an indigent defendant in a criminal trial to the assistance of counsel 
is not governed by the classification of the offense or by whether a 
jury trial is required. No accused may be deprived of his liberty 
as a result of any criminal prosecution—felony or misdemeanor— 
in which he is denied the assistance of counsel. Argersinger v. 
Hamlin, p. 25. 

4. Speedy trial—Continuances pending conviction of accomplice — 
A defendant’s constitutional right to a speedy trial cannot be estab- 
lished by any inflexible rule but can be determined only on an 
ad hoc balancing basis, in which the conduct of the prosecution 
and the defendant are weighed. The court should assess such fac- 
tors as the length of and reason for the delay, the defendant’s 
assertion of his right, and prejudice to the defendant. Barker v. 
Wingo, p. 514. 

5. Statement in absence of attorney—Confession to police officer 
posing as fellow prisoner—Any possible error in the admission of 
the challenged confession was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt 
in light of three other unchallenged confessions and strong corrobo- 
rative evidence of petitioner’s guilt. Milton v. Wainwright, p. 371. 


CONTEMPT POWER. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
CONTINUANCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 
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CONTRACTS. See also Admiralty; Antitrust Acts; Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 1-3, 7; Jurisdiction, 2. 

Tow in international waters—Disaster at sea—Refuge in Tampa— 
Suit by towee—Where vital part of towing contract was a forum- 
selection clause, that clause is binding on the parties unless the 
party invoking a different forum can meet the heavy burden of 
showing that its enforcement would be unreasonable, unfair, or 
unjust. The Bremen v. Zapata Off-Shore Co., p. 1. 


CONTRACTUAL FORUM PROVISIONS. See Admiralty; Con- 
tracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 


CONTRIBUTORS’ FUND. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3: 
Unions, 1-2. 

CONVICTIONS. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 6; IV; VIII, 
5; Judicial Review, 3; Juries; Procedure, 2. 

CORROBORATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 5; Judi- 
cial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 


CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 
3; Unions, 1-2. 


COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 
3; Criminal Law, 4. 


COURT-APPROVED SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 3-5. 


COURT CLERKS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 


COURTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-3; Criminal 
Law, 1-2, 4; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 


CREDITORS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7; Escheat; Juris- 
diction, 1. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, II, 9; III, 6; 
IV; V, 1-2; VI, 1; VIII, 3, 5; Elections, 1-2; Judicial Review, 
1, 3; Juries; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1-3, 5; Sentences; 
Standing; Trials; Unions, 1-2. 

1. First Amendment—Disorderly conduct—Direction to leave the 
scene —The statute is not impermissibly vague or broad as “citizens 
who desire to obey it will have no difficulty in understanding it,” 
and, as construed by the state court, individuals may not be con- 
victed thereunder merely for expressing unpopular ideas. Colten v. 
Kentucky, p. 104. 
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CRIMINAL LAW—Continued. 

2. First Amendment—Disseminating and receiving information— 
Failure to move on—Roadside incident —State’s disorderly conduct 
statute was not unconstitutionally applied, there being ample 
evidence that the action of a bystander, who had no constitutional 
right to observe the ticketing process or engage the issuing officer 
in conversation, was interfering with enforcement of traffic laws. 
Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 

3. Informant’s report of weapons and narcotics—Forcible stop 
and search—Arrest and search of vehicle—Officer making a reason- 
able investigatory stop may conduct a limited protective search 
for concealed weapons when he has reason to believe that the 
suspect is armed and dangerous. Here the information from the 
informant had enough indicia of reliability to justify the officer’s 
forcible stop and the protective seizure of the weapon, which 
afforded reasonable ground for the search incident to the arrest 
that ensued. Adams v. Williams, p. 143. 

4. Misdemeanor punishable by up to siz months’ imprisonment— 
Trial to a judge—Unrepresented by counsel——The right of an 
indigent defendant in a criminal trial to the assistance of counsel 
is not governed by the classification of the offense or by whether a 
jury trial is required. No accused may be deprived of his liberty 
as a result of any criminal prosecution—felony or misdemeanor— 
in which he is denied the assistance of counsel. Argersinger v. 
Hamlin, p. 25. 


DAMAGES. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DEBTORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Escheat; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


DEDICATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY TO PUBLIC USE. 
See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 


DEFAULTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


DEFECTIVE DELINQUENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; 
Judicial Review, 1. 


DEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; Standing. 
DEFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I. 
DEFENSE TACTICS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 4. 


DELINQUENCY. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; Juvenile Courts; 
Procedure, 1. 


DEMAND FOR SPEEDY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; 
VIII, 4. 
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DEMAND-WAIVER RULE. See Constitutional Law, II, 8: 
VIII, 4. 

DE NOVO TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2: VIII, 1-2: 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

DESEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-2. 

DETACHED MAGISTRATES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

DISCLOSURE OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2, 4-6; In- 
junctions, 1; Juries; School Desegregation, 1-2; Standing; 
Standing to Sue. 


DISESTABLISHMENT OF DUAL SYSTEM. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 1-2; School Desegregation, 1-2. 


DISMANTLING OF DUAL SYSTEM. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2; School Desegregation, 1-2. 


DISORDERLY CONDUCT. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 
1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 


DISPARITY IN RACIAL BALANCE. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2; School Desegregation, 1-2. 


DISPUTES. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DISTRIBUTING LEAFLETS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; 
VII. 


DISTRIBUTION OF HANDBILLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
5-6; VII. 


DISTRICT LINES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School De- 
segregation, 1. 


DOMESTIC SECURITY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
DOMICILIARY STATES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


DOMINANT MOTIVATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
School Desegregation, 1. 


DORMANT LIENS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
DOUBLE JEOPARDY. Sce Constitutional Law, I. 
DRILLING RIGS. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DUAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; 
School Desegregation, 1-2. 
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DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1-9: III, 3, 6: 
V, 1-2; VI, 2; VII; VIII, 1-4; Criminal Law, 1-2, 4; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 2; Juries; Juvenile Courts; Pro- 
cedure, 1,5; Sentences; Standing; Trials. 


DUES. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 


ELECTIONS. See also Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 

1. Contributions by union—Political fund—Solicitation of union 
members.—Section 610 of 18 U. S. C., as confirmed by the Federal 
Election Campaign Act, does not apply to contributions or expendi- 
tures from voluntarily financed union political funds. A legitimate 
political fund must be separate from the sponsoring union only in 
the sense that there must be a strict segregation of its monies from 
union dues and assessments, and solicitation by union officials, 
though permissible, must be conducted under circumstances plainly 
indicating that donations are for a political purpose and that those 
solicited may decline to contribute without reprisal. Pipefitters v. 
United States, p. 385. 

2. General union monies—Use for political funds——Section 610 
of 18 U. S. C. may be interpreted to prohibit the use of general 
union monies for the establishment, administration, or solicitation 
of contributions for union political funds. By clearly permitting 
such use, the Federal Election Campaign Act may have impliedly 
repealed § 610; if there has been such an implied repeal, it does not 
require abatement of the prosecutions because of the federal saving 
statute. Pipefitters v. United States, p. 385. 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 
3-5. 

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Antitrust Acts; Labor; 
National Labor Relations Act. 


EMPORIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School Desegrega- 
tion, 1. 

ENFORCED RACIAL SEGREGATION. Sce Constitutional Law, 
III, 2; School Desegregation, 1. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 5-6; III, 1-6; VII; Injunctions, 1; Judicial Review, 2; 
Juries; Procedure, 4; School Desegregation, 1-2; Standing; 

Standing to Sue. 
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ESCHEAT. See also Jurisdiction, 1. 


Purchase of money orders from Western Union—Unclaimed 
funds—Draft unpaid or refund unclaimed—Any sum held by 
Western Union unclaimed for the time period prescribed by state 
statute may be escheated or taken into custody by the State in which 
the company’s records placed the creditor’s address, whether the 
creditor be the payee of an unpaid draft, the sender of a money 
order entitled to a refund, or an individual whose claim has been 
erroneously underpaid; and where the records show no address, or 
where the State in which the creditor’s address falls has no appli- 
cable escheat law, the right to escheat or take custody shall be 
in the debtor’s domiciliary State. Pennsylvania v. New York, 
p. 206. 


EVALUATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3-5; Criminal Law, 3. 
EXAMINING PSYCHIATRISTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


EXCLUSION OF NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; 
Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 


EXECUTIVE DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

EXEMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, ITI, 3. 

EXHIBITIONS. See Antitrust Acts. 

EX PARTE APPLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

EX PARTE ORDERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 

EXPIRED SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 

EXPRESS REPEALS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 
1-2. 

FEDERAL CRIMES. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 
1-2. 

FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT OF 1971. See Elec- 
tions, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 


FEDERAL INTERVENTION. See Federal-State Relations; In- 
junctions, 2. 

FEDERALLY SECURED RIGHTS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 
6; Juries; Standing. 

FEDERAL SAVING STATUTE. Sce Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 
3; Unions, 1-2. 
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FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 3; Criminal Law, 4; Injunctions, 2; Judicial Review, 1. 
Enjoining state prosecution—Federal anti-injunction statute— 
Exceptions—Though principles of equity, comity, and federalism 
must restrain a federal court when asked to enjoin a state court 
proceeding, the District Court erred in holding that the federal 
anti-injunction statute, 28 U. S. C. § 2283, absolutely barred its 
enjoining a pending state court proceeding under any circumstances 
whatsoever, since 42 U. S. C. § 1983, which authorizes a suit in 
equity to redress the deprivation under color of state law “of any 
rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution .. . ,” 
is within that exception of the anti-injunction statute that provides 
that a federal court may not enjoin state court proceedings “except 
as expressly authorized by Act of Congress.” Mitchum v. Foster, 

p. 225. 

FEES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

FELLOW PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 5; 
Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

FELONIES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Criminal Law, 4. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 4-6; IV; 
VII; VIII, 5; Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; V, 1-3; 
VII; VIII, 1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7; IV; VI, 2; VIII, 
3, 5; Criminal Law, 4; Escheat; Federal-State Relations; In- 
junctions, 2; Judicial Review, 3; Jurisdiction, 1-2; Proce- 
dure, 2. 

FORCIBLE STOPS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. 

FOREIGN FORUMS. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 

FORT SAM HOUSTON. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

FORUM NON CONVENIENS DOCTRINE. See Admiralty; Con- 
tracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 

FORUM-SELECTION CLAUSES. See Admiralty; Contracts; Ju- 
risdiction, 2. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 
1-9; III, 1-6; V, 1-3; VI, 2; VII; VIII, 1-4; Criminal Law, 
1-2, 4; Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Judicial 
Review, 2; Juries; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1, 4-5; School 
Desegregation, 1-2; Sentences; Standing; Standing to Sue; 

Trials. 
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FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-5: 
Criminal Law, 3. 

FRATERNAL ORGANIZATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
4-5; Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 


FREE-AND-KNOWING CHOICE. See Elections, 1-2; Proce- 
dure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 

FREEDOM OF CHOICE. See Constitutional Law, III], 1-2: 
School Desegregation, 1-2. 

FREEDOM OF COMMUNICATION. See Labor; National Labor 
Relations Act. 

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. See Federal-State Relations; In- 
junctions, 2. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; 
VII. 

FREE-STANDING STORES. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 

FREE-TRANSFER PLANS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2: 
School Desegregation, 1. 

FRISKING SUSPECTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 3. 

GAMBLING. See Constitutional Law, I. 

GARNISHMENTS. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 1-3, 7; III, 3. 

GENERAL UNION TREASURY. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 
3; Unions, 1-2. 

GEOGRAPHIC ASSIGNMENT PLANS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2; School Desegregation, 1. 

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; Standing. 

GERRYMANDERING. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 

GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 6: Juries; 
Standing. 

GREENSVILLE COUNTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 2: 
School Desegregation, 1. 

GUESTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 1; 
Standing to Sue. 

GUILTY VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I. 

GULF OF MEXICO. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 
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GUNS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; IV; VIII, 
5; Judicial Review, 1, 3; Juries; Procedure, 2; Standing. 


HALIFAX COUNTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 


HANDBILLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 
HANDGUNS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 


HARDWARE STORES. See Labor; National Labor Relations 
Act. 


HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; IV; VIII, 
5; Judicial Review, 3; Juries; Procedure, 2; Standing. 


HARRISBURG. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 
1; Standing to Sue. 


HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-4, 7. 


HEARSAY RULE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. 


HEROIN. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. See Admiralty; Contracts; Juris- 
diction, 2. 

HIGH-CRIME AREA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. 

IDENTIFIABLE GROUPS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Ju- 
ries; Standing. 

IMPLIED REPEALS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 
1-2. 

IMPOUNDINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


IMPRISONMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Criminal 
Law, 4. 


IMPROVIDENTLY GRANTED WRITS. See Judicial Review, 1. 


INACCESSIBILITY OF EMPLOYEES. See Labor; National 
Labor Relations Act. 


IN CAMERA INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 5; Judi- 
cial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 
INDEFINITE COMMITMENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


INDIANA. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; National Labor 
Relations Act. 
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‘‘INDICIA OF RELIABILITY.’’ See Constitutional Law, VI, 1: 
Criminal Law, 3. 


INDICTMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 6; Juries; 
Standing. 

INDIGENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; VIII, 3; Criminal 
Law, 4. 


INFORMANTS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI, 1; VIII, 5; 
Criminal Law, 3; Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 


INFORMATIONS. See Constitutienal Law, I. 


INJUNCTIONS. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; Federal- 
State Relations; Standing to Sue. 

1. District court decision—Private club offer to accept modified 
decree precluding discrimination toward particular guest——Negro 
plaintiff’s opposition to amendment of the judgment does not con- 
stitute a disclaimer of injunctive relief directed at club’s guest 
practices. Moose Lodge No. 107 v. Irvis, p. 163. 

2. Enjoining state prosecution—Federal anti-injunction statute— 
Exceptions—Though principles of equity, comity, and federalism 
must restrain a federal court when asked to enjoin a state court 
proceeding, the District Court erred in holding that the federal 
anti-injunction statute, 28 U. S. C. § 2283, absolutely barred its 
enjoining a pending state court proceeding under any circumstances 
whatsoever, since 42 U. S. C. § 1983, which authorizes a suit in 
equity to redress the deprivation under color of state law “of any 
rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution .. . ,” 
is within that exception of the anti-injunction statute that provides 
that a federal court may not enjoin state court proceedings “except 
as expressly authorized by Act of Congress.” Mitchum v. Foster, 
p. 225. 


IN REM ACTIONS. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 
INSTALLMENT PAYMENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; 
Unions, 1-2. 

INTANGIBLES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

INTELLIGENCE INFORMATION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 
3-5. 

INTERCEPTED COMMUNICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 3-5. 

INTEREST. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
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INTERIM PLANS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School De- 
segregation, 2. 

INTERIOR PROMENADES. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; 
VII. 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE. See Admiralty; Contracts; Juris- 
diction, 2. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts. 


INVESTIGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. ' 
INVIDIOUS DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 
4-5; Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 
INVITATION TO THE PUBLIC. See Constitutional Law, II, 
5-6; VII. 


ISSUANCE OF WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
JOINDER OF OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I. 
JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

JUDGE’S INSTRUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, I. 
JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

JUDICIAL DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 4. 
JUDICIAL OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Constitutional Law, II, 8; IV; 
VIII, 4-5; Labor; National Labor Relations Act; Procedure, 
2, 4. 

1. Commitments for indefinite terms—Sentences not expired— 
Commitment procedures undergoing substantial revision —Since one 
petitioner has been released and the others, being subject to unex- 
pired sentences, would not be released from custody even if their 
claims were to prevail, and since the statutes governing commit- 
ment for compulsory psychiatric treatment are being substantially 
revised to provide greater substantive and procedural safeguards, 
it is a particularly mopportune time to consider a comprehensive 
challenge to the State’s Defective Delinquency Law. The writ of 
certiorari is therefore dismissed as improvidently granted. Murel v. 
Baltimore City Criminal Court, p. 355. 

2. Legislative reapportionment—District Court approval after 
hearings—Summary reversal.—Absent an explication of the reasons 
for its summary reversal of the District Court, the Court of Appeals’ 
judgment must be vacated and the case vemanded. Taylor v. 
McKeithen, p. 191. 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW—Continued. 

3. Sixth Amendment—Statement in absence of attorney—Confes- 
sion to police officer posing as fellow prisoner—Any possible error 
in the admission of the challenged confession was harmless beyond 
a reasonable doubt in light of three other unchallenged confessions 
and strong corroborative evidence of petitioner’s guilt. Milton v. 
Wainwright, p. 371. 

JURIES. See also Constitutional Law, III, 6; Standing. 

Equal protection of the laws—Systematic exclusion of Negroes 
from jury rolls—White defendant—The Court of Appeals’ affirm- 
ance of the District Court’s denial of relief on the ground that 
petitioner, not being a Negro, was not deprived of his rights to 
due process and equal protection and suffered no unconstitutional 
discrimination when Negroes were systematically excluded from 
the grand jury that indicted him and the petit jury that convicted 
him is reversed. Peters v. Kiff, p. 493. 


JURISDICTION. See also Admiralty; Constitutional Law, V, 
1-3; VIII, 1-2; Contracts; Criminal Law, 1-2; Escheat; Pro- 
cedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

1. Purchase of money orders from Western Union—Unclaimed 
funds—Draft unpaid or refund unclaimed—Any sum held by 
Western Union unclaimed for the time period prescribed by state 
statute may be escheated or taken into custody by the State in 
which the company’s records placed the creditor’s address, whether 
the creditor be the payee of an unpaid draft, the sender of a money 
order entitled to a refund, or an individual whose claim has been 
erroneously underpaid; and where the records show no address, 
or where the State in which the creditor’s address falls has no appli- 
cable escheat law, the right to escheat or take custody shall be in 
the debtor’s domiciliary State. Pennsylvania v. New York, p. 206. 

2. Tow in international waters—Disaster at sea—Refuge in 
Tampa-—Suit by towee-—Where vital part of towing contract was 
a forum-selection clause, that clause is binding on the parties unless 
the party invoking a different forum can meet the heavy burden 
of showing that its enforcement would be unreasonable, unfair, or 
unjust. The Bremen v. Zapata Off-Shore Co., p. 1. 


JURY VERDICTS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 
1-2. 

JUST COMPENSATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, II, 
5-6; VII. 
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JUVENILE COURTS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 9; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 

Due process—Trial of delinquent juvenile—Preponderance-of- 
evidence standard.—In re Winship, 397 U.S. 358, which held that 
proof beyond a reasonable doubt is essential to due process at the 
adjudicatory stage when a juvenile is charged with an act that 
would constitute a crime if committed by an adult, must be given 
fully retroactive effect. Ivan V. v. City of New York, p. 203. 
KANSAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

KENTUCKY. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 8; V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2, 
5; Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
LABOR. See also National Labor Relations Act. 

Union organizers using company parking lots to solicit 
members—Company’s no-solicitation rule—Unfair labor practice 
charges.—National Labor Relations Board’s ruling, upheld by Court 
of Appeals, that company’s no-solicitation rule was overly broad 
and violated § 8 (a)(1) of the National Labor Relations Act, should 
be reconsidered to determine whether the employer’s property rights 
must be “yielded” during organizational campaign on ground that 
“the inaccessibility of employees makes ineffective the reasonable 
attempts by nonemployees to communicate with them through the 
usual channels.” Central Hardware Co. v. NLRB, p. 539. 
LABOR ORGANIZATIONS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; 

Unions, 1-2. 


LABOR UNIONS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 


LACK OF PROSECUTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; 
VIII, 4. 


LAST-KNOWN ADDRESSES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 
LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Criminal Law, 4. 
LAYMEN. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 

LEAFLETS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

LEGAL DEFENSE FEES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
LEGAL TRAINING. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
LEGISLATIVE INACTION. See Antitrust Acts. 
LEGISLATURES. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 
LENGTH OF DELAY. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 


LEXINGTON. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
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LICENSE PLATES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2: VIII. 1-2: 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5: Sentences; Trials. 


LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 1: 
Standing to Sue. 


LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. See Admiralty; Contracts; Ju- 
risdiction, 2. 


LIMITED SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 4; Criminal 
Law, 3. 


LIQUOR LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Standing to Sue. 


LOGS OF SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


LONDON COURT OF JUSTICE. See Admiralty; Contracts; Ju- 
risdiction, 2. 


LOUISIANA. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, +4. 
LOWER COURTS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; 


Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
MAGISTRATES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2-5. 
MALLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 
MARGINAL INCOMES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; Judicial Review, 1. 
MEDICAL OBSERVATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


MEMBERS OF CLUBS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; In- 
junctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 


MENTALILLNESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
MICHIGAN. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

MILITARY JURISDICTION. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
MINORITY GROUPS. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 


MINOR OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Criminal 
Law, 4. 

MISDEMEANORS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-3; 
Criminal Law, 1-2, 4; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

MONEY ORDERS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

MOTIVATION OF OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
School Desegregation, 1. 


MOTORISTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
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MUNICIPAL CODE VIOLATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 2. 
MUNICIPAL COURTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
NARCOTICS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 32. 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See also Labor. 
Union organizers using company parking lots to solicit members— 
Company’s no-solicitation rule—Unfair labor practice charges.— 
National Labor Relations Board’s ruling, upheld by Court of 
Appeals, that company’s no-solicitation rule was overly broad and 
violated §8 (a)(1) of the National Labor Relations Act, should 
be reconsidered to determine whether the employer’s property rights 
must be “yielded” during organizational campaign on ground that 
“the inaccessibility of employees makes ineffective the reasonable 
attempts by nonemployees to communicate with them through the 
usual channels.” Central Hardware Co. v. NLRB, p. 539. 


NATIONAL SECURITY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-6; Injunctions, 1; 
Juries; Standing; Standing to Sue. 


NEGRO SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-2. 


NEUTRAL MAGISTRATES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 
NEW JERSEY. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 
NEW ORLEANS. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 


NEW SCHOOL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; 
School Desegregation, 1-2. 


NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; Escheat; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 


NONEMPLOYEES. See Labor; National Labor Relations Act. 


NORTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School De- 
segregation, 2. 

NO-SOLICITATION RULES. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 

NOT-GUILTY VERDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I. 

OBJECTIONS TO CONTINUANCES. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 8; VIII, 4. 

OBSERVATION. See Constitutional Law, IT, 4. 


OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
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OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT. See 
Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 


‘“‘ONE MAN, ONE VOTE.’’ See Judicial Review, 2: Proce- 
dure, 4. 

OPEN MILITARY POSTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6: III, 


4-5; VII; Injunctions, 1; Labor; National Labor Relations 
Act; Standing to Sue. 


OREGON. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 


ORGANIZATIONAL ACTIVITY. See Labor; National Labor 
Relations Act. 

ORGANIZATIONAL RIGHTS. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 


OVERBREADTH. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2: VIII, 1-2: 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Labor; National Labor Relations Act; 
Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 


OVERCROWDED COURTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; 
VIII, 4. 

OVERHEARD CONVERSATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 
3-5. 

PAIRING PLAN. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School Desegre- 
gation, 1. 

PARKING LOTS. See Labor; National Labor Relations Act. 


PATUXENT INSTITUTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; Ju- 
dicial Review, 1. 


PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; VIII, 3; Criminal 
Law, 4. 


PAYEES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


PENNSYLVANIA. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7; Escheat; 
Injunctions, 1; Jurisdiction, 1; Standing to Sue. 


PERSONAL PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


PETIT JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; 
Standing. 


PETTY OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3: Criminal 
Law, 4. 


PICKETING. See Labor; National Labor Relations Act. 
PLAYERS. See Antitrust Acts. 
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POKER GAMES. See Constitutional Law, I. 


POLICE. See Constitutional Law, IV; VI, 1; VIII, 5: Criminal 
Law, 3; Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 
3; Unions, 1-2. 

PORTLAND. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 5-6: VII. 


POSSESSORY OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1: 
Criminal Law, 3. 


POST-CONVICTION RELIEF. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
PRECEDENTS. See Antitrust Acts. 
PREJUDGMENT PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


PREMISES OF EMPLOYER. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 


PREPONDERANCE-OF-EVIDENCE STANDARD. See Consti- 
tutional Law, II, 9; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 


‘*PRESENT AT THE SCENE.’’ See Constitutional Law, I. 

PRESIDENTIAL POWER. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

PRETRIAL CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 
4: Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

PRETRIAL DETENTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; 
VIII, 4. 

PRINTED FORMS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

PRIOR COURT ORDERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV; VIII, 5; Judi- 
cial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

PRIVATE CLUBS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Standing to Sue. 

PRIVATELY OWNED MALLS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
5-6; VII. 

PRIVATE SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 

PRIVATE SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

PROBABILITY OF UNFAIRNESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
6; Juries; Standing. 

PROBABLE CAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1-5; Criminal 

Law, 3. 
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PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
1-3, 7. 
PROCEDURAL SAFEGUARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 


PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty; Constitutional Law, I; II, 
4, 8-9; III, 1-6; IV; V, 1-2; VI, 3-5; VIII, 1-2, 4-5; Con- 
tracts; Criminal Law, 1-2; Elections, 1-2; Escheat; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Judicial Review, 1-3: 
Juries; Jurisdiction, 1-2; Juvenile Courts; Labor; National 
Labor Relations Act; School Desegregation, 1-2; Sentences; 
Standing; Standing to Sue; Trials; Unions, 1-2. 

1. Due process—Trial of delinquent juvenile—Preponderance-of- 
evidence standard.—In re Winship, 397 U. S. 358, which held that 
proof beyond a reasonable doubt is essential to due process at the 
adjudicatory stage when a juvenile is charged with an act that 
would constitute a crime if committed by an adult, must be given 
fully retroactive effect. Ivan V. v. City of New York, p. 203. 

2. Fifth Amendment—Assertedly involuntary statement—Confes- 
sion to police officer posing as fellow prisoner—Any possible error 
in the admission of the challenged confession was harmless beyond 
a reasonable doubt in light of three other.unchallenged confessions 
and strong corroborative evidence of petitioner’s guilt. Milton v. 
Wainwright, p. 371. 

3. Instructions to jury—Sufficiency of indictment——The instruc- 
tions to the jury were clearly erroneous in that they permitted the 
jury to convict without finding that donations to the fund had 
been actual or effective dues or assessments; the sufficiency of the 
indictment is left open for determination on remand. Pipefitters v. 
United States, p. 385. 

4. Legislative reapportionment—District Court approval after 
hearings—Summary reversal—Absent an explication of the reasons 
for its summary reversal of the District Court, the Court of Appeals’ 
judgment must be vacated and the case remanded. Taylor v. 
McKeithen, p. 191. 

5. Sizth Amendment—Due process—Two-tier system—De novo 
trial after inferior court conviction —State’s two-tier system does 
not violate the Due Process Clause, as it imposes no penalty on those 
who seek a trial de novo after having been convicted in the inferior 
court. The state procedure involves a completely fresh deter- 
mination of guilt or innocence by the superior court which is not 
the court that acted on the case before and has no motive to deal 
more strictly with a, de novo defendant than it would with any 
other. Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 
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PROFESSIONAL SPORTS. See Antitrust Acts. 


PROOF BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT. See Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 9; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 


PROPERTY RIGHTS. See Labor; National Labor Relations Act. 


PROTECTIVE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; 
Criminal Law, 3. 

PROTHONOTARIES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

PSYCHIATRIC EXAMINATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 4. 

PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
4-5; Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 

PUBLIC NUISANCES. See Federal-State Relations; Injunc- 
tions, 2. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-2. 
PUNISHMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-3; 
Criminal Law, 1-2, 4; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
PUPIL ASSIGNMENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1. 

QUALITY EDUCATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1. 

QUIET AND ORDERLY HANDBILL DISTRIBUTION. See Con- 
stitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2, 
4-6; Injunctions, 1; Judicial Review, 2; Juries; Procedure, 4; 
School Desegregation, 1-2; Standing; Standing to Sue. 


RACIAL PERCENTAGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
School Desegregation, 1. 


REAPPORTIONMENT. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 


REASONABLE-DOUBT STANDARD. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 9; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 


RECONVICTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 


RECOUPMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
REFUNDS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


REGULATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 
1; Standing to Sue. 
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REHABILITATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

RELIEF. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6: VII: Federal-State 
Relations; Injunctions, 2. 

REMEDIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

REPEALS. See Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3: Unions, 1-2. 

REPLEVIN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

REPOSSESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

RESERVE CLAUSES. See Antitrust Acts. 

RES JUDICATA. See Constitutional Law, 1. 

RETAIL CLERKS UNION. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 

RETAIL ESTABLISHMENTS. See Labor; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 

RETROACTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; Escheat; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 

REVOLVERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 

RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; 
VII. 

RIGHT OF PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; VIII, 3; 
Criminal Law, 4. 

RIGHT TO REMAIN SILENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; 
VIII, 5; Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

RURAL AREAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2: School Desegre- 
gation, 1. 

SALE OF LIQUOR. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Standing to Sue. 

SALES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

SCHOOL BOARDS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-2. 

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. See also Constitutional Law, III, 
1-2. 

1. City withdrawal from existing school district—Desegregation 
not complete—New separate school system—In determining whether 
realignment of school districts by officials comports with require- 


ments of Fourteenth Amendment, courts will be guided, not by 
the motivation of the officials, but by the effect of their action. 














964 INDEX 





SCHOOL DESEGREGATION—Continued. 

In the totality of the circumstances of this case, the District Court 
was justified in concluding that Emporia’s establishment of a sepa- 
rate school system would impede the process of dismantling the 
segregated school system. Wright v. Council of City of Emporia, 
p. 451. 

2. Creation of new city school district from existing entire county 
district—Desegregation not complete—Whether action affecting 
dismantling of a dual school system is initiated by the legislature 
or the school board is immaterial; the criterion is whether the 
dismantling is furthered or hindered by carving a new school dis- 
trict from the larger district having the dual school system, and a 
proposal that would impede the dismantling process may be 
enjoined. United States v. Scotland Neck Bd. of Educ., p. 484. 


SCHOOL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 

SCOPE OF REVIEW. See Constitutional Law, IV; VIII, 5; 
Judicial Review, 3; Procedure, 2. 

SCOTLAND NECK. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 

SEALED EXHIBITS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3-5; 
Criminal Law, 3. 

SECURITY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

SECURITY GUARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 

SEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School Deseg- 
regation, 1-2. 

SEIZURES OF GOODS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

SELECTION OF JURORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; 
Juries; Standing. 

SELLERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

SENTENCES. See also Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Trials. 

Sizth Amendment—Double jeopardy—Enhanced penalty on re- 


conviction—The Double Jeopardy Clause does not prohibit an 
enhanced sentence on reconviction. Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 


SERVICE OF GUESTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; 
Injunctions, 1; Standing to Sue. 
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SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 

SHOPPING CENTERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6: VII. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 8: IV: V, 
1-2; VIII, 1-5; Criminal Law, 1-2, 4; Judicial Review, 3: 
Procedure, 2, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

SMALL CLAIMS COURTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 


SOCIAL CLUBS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 
1; Standing to Sue. 


SOLICITATION OF EMPLOYEES. See Labor; National Labor 
Relations Act. 


SOLICITATION OF POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. See Elec- 
tions, 1-2; Procedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 


SPECIAL MASTERS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


SPEEDY DISPOSITIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; 
Criminal Law, 4. 


SPEEDY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 


SPLINTER SCHOOL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
2; School Desegregation, 1. 


SPORTS. See Antitrust Acts. 


STANDARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; Juvenile Courts; 
Procedure, 1. 
STANDING. See also Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries. 

Equal protection of the laws—Systematic exclusion of Negroes 
from jury rolls—White defendant—The Court of Appeals’ affirm- 
ance of the District Court’s denial of relief on the ground that 
petitioner, not being a Negro, was not deprived of his rights to 
due process and equal protection and suffered no unconstitutional 
discrimination when Negroes were systematically excluded from 
the grand jury that indicted him and the petit jury that convicted 
him is reversed. Peters v. Kiff, p. 493. 


STANDING TO SUE. See also Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; 
Injunctions, 1. 

Guest at private club—Discriminatory membership and guest 
policies—Negro guest of club member, who had not applied for 
or been denied club membership, had no standing to contest club’s 
membership practices, but did have standing to litigate the consti- 
tutional validity of the private club’s discriminatory policies toward 
members’ guests. Moose Lodge No. 107 v. Irvis, p. 163. 
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STARE DECISIS. See Antitrust Acts. 


STATE ACTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 
1; Standing to Sue. 


STATE ANTITRUST REGULATION. See Antitrust Acts. 

STATE COURT PROCEEDINGS. See Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 2. 

STATE-ENFORCED SEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2; School Desegregation, 1. 

STATE LEGISLATURE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2. 

STATE OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1. 

STATE POLICE. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; 
Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

STATE SANCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunc- 
tions, 1; Standing to Sue. 

STOP AND FRISK. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. 

STREET CRIMES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal 
Law, 3. 

STREETS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

STRICT SEGREGATION OF MONIES. See Elections, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 

STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; School Desegrega- 
tion, 2. 

SUBVERSION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

SUMMARY PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3, 7. 

SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

SUSPICIOUS INDIVIDUALS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; 
Criminal Law, 3. 

SYSTEMATIC EXCLUSION FROM JURIES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 6; Juries; Standing. 

TAMPA. Sce Admiralty; Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Contracts; 
Jurisdiction, 2. 

TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School Desegrega- 
tion, 1. 

TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 
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TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, II, 8: VIII, 4. 
TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
THOROUGHFARES. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 3. 


THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5: 
Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Standing to Sue. 


TOWING. See Admiralty; Contracts; Jurisdiction, 2. 

TRAFFIC OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 
1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

TRANSFER ARRANGEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; 
School Desegregation, 1. 

TRESPASSES. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; VII. 

TRIAL DELAYS. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 

TRIALS. See also Constitutional Law, I; II, 8-9; III, 6; IV; 
V, 1-2; VI, 3-5; VIII, 1-5; Criminal Law, 1-4; Elections, 1-2; 
Judicial Review, 3; Juries; Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1-3, 
5; Sentences; Standing; Unions, 1-2. 

Sizth Amendment—Due_ process—Two-tier system—De novo 
trial after inferior court conviction—State’s two-tier system does 
not violate the Due Process Clause, as it imposes no penalty on 
those who seek a trial de novo after having been convicted in the 
inferior court. The state procedure involves a completely fresh 
determination of guilt or innocence by the superior court which is 
not the court that acted on the case before and has no motive to 
deal more strictly with a de novo defendant than it would with 
any other. Colten v. Kentucky, p. 104. 

TRUTH-FINDING FUNCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 9; 
Juvenile Courts; Procedure, 1. 
TWO-TIER SYSTEMS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 


- 


1-2: Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 
UNAUTHORIZED LEAFLETS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
UNCLAIMED FUNDS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Labor; National Labor 

Relations Act. 

UNIFORM DISPOSITION OF UNCLAIMED PROPERTY ACT. 

See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


UNIONS. See also Elections, 1-2; Procedure, 3. 
1. Contributions by union—Political fund—Solicitation of union 
members.—Section 610 of 18 U. S. C., as confirmed by the Federal 
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UNIONS—Continued. 

Election Campaign Act, does not apply to contributions or expendi- 
tures from voluntarily financed union political funds. A legitimate 
political fund must be separate from the sponsoring union only in 
the sense that there must be a strict segregation of its monies 
from union dues and assessments, and solicitation by union officials, 
though permissible, must be conducted under circumstances plainly 
indicating that donations are for a political purpose and that those 
solicited may decline to contribute without reprisal. Pipefitters v. 
United States, p. 385. 

2. General union monies—Use for political funds.—Section 610 of 
18 U. S. C. may be interpreted to prohibit the use of general union 
monies for the establishment, administration, or solicitation of 
contributions for union political funds. By clearly permitting such 
use, the Federal Election Campaign Act may have impliedly repealed 
§ 610; if there has been such an implied repeal, it does not require 
abatement of the prosecutions because of the federal saving statute. 
Pipefitters v. United States, p. 385. 

UNITARY SCHOOL SYSTEMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
1-2; School Desegregation, 1-2. 


UNKNOWN ADDRESSES. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


UNLAWFUL SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 3. 


UNLAWFUL SUBVERSION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

UNPAID DRAFTS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

UNPOPULAR IDEAS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 
1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

UNREASONABLE SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 3-5. 

UNTERWESER REEDEREI. See Admiralty; Contracts; Juris- 
diction, 2. 

USE OF SHOPPING CENTER. See Constitutional Law, II, 5-6; 
VIT. 

VAGUENESS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1-2; VIII, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Procedure, 5; Sentences; Trials. 

VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; School Desegrega- 
tion, 1. 

VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS. See Elections, 1-2; Proce- 
dure, 3; Unions, 1-2. 

VOTING. See Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 4. 
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WAGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


WAIVER OF RIGHT TO SPEEDY TRIAL. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 

WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4-5; Injunctions, 1: 
Standing to Sue. 


WAIVERS OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3: 
Criminal Law, 4. 


WARRANTLESS SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 3-5. 


WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2. 
WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Criminal Law, 3. 
WESTERN UNION. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 


WHITE DEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Juries; 
Standing. 

WHITE SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-2. 

WINDFALLS. See Escheat; Jurisdiction, 1. 

WIRETAPS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3-5. 

WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, II, 8; VIII, 4. 


WORDS. 

1. “Contribution or expenditure.” 18 U.S. C. §610. Pipefitters 
v. United States, p. 385. 

2. “Dues, fees, or other monies.” 18 U.S. C. § 610, as amended 
by §205 of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. Pipe- 
fitters v. United States, p. 385. 

3. “Expressly authorized.” 28 U. 
Foster, p. 225. 

4. “Right to self-organization, to form, join, or assist labor 
organizations.” §7, National Labor Relations Act; 29 U. S. C. 
§ 157. Central Hardware Co. v. NLRB, p. 539. 

5. “Separate segregated fund.” 18 U. S. C. §610, as amended 
by §205 of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. Pipe- 
fitters v. United States, p. 385. 

6. “Threat.” 18 U. S. C. §610, as amended by § 205 of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. Pipefitters v. United 
States, p. 385. 

‘*‘YIELDING’’ OF PROPERTY RIGHTS. See Labor; National 
Labor Relations Act. 
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ACADEMIC CONFERENCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1: 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

ACADEMIC FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, I, 5: III, 9: 
Procedure, 1-2. 

ACCEPTANCE OF BRIBES. See Appeals, 1: Constitutional 
Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


ACCESS ROUTES. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


ACCUMULATION OF INCOME. See Taxes, 1-3. 


ACQUISITIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1—5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5: 
Procedure, 3. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See also Interstate Com- 


merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

1. Line-haul carriers jointly acquiring control of switching rail- 
road—Related application for trackage rights by one petitioner for 
inclusion—The denial of trackage rights to Southern Pacific (on the 
ground that SP was “not entitled to serve Peninsula or Rivergate’’) 
should be reconsidered by the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
conjunction with the reappraisal of the issues arising under § 5 (2) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act. Port of Portland v. United States, 
p. 811. 

2. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in control of switch- 
ing railroad—ICC decision—-Applicable legal principles—In view 
of uncertainties about the northern access to Portland’s Rivergate 
industrial complex—given the physical limitations of the present 
facilities of Peninsula Terminal Co—and the apparent fact that 
physical operation over Peninsula into Rivergate was not at issue 
here, approval of the ICC order, with its protective conditions, may 
still be in the public interest, but the announced grounds for the 
ICC decision do not comport with the applicable iegal principles. 
Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

945 











946 INDEX 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE—Continued. 

3. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in joint purchase of 
switching railroad—Market shares and existing traffic—lIn stressing 
the small share in Peninsula Terminal Co.’s traffic that Milwaukee 
Railroad had before the Northern Lines Merger, the ICC ignored 
any possible increase in that share after Condition 24 (a) of that 
merger took effect. In announcing a principle of preserving the 
market shares of the two railroads currently connecting with Penin- 
sula, the ICC failed to explain why it was not taking into account 
the potentially enormous traffic over Peninsula, should Peninsula 
become the northern route into Portland’s Rivergate industrial com- 
plex. Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

4. Line-haul carriers seeking joint acquisition of switching rail- 
road—Petitions for inclusion denied by ICC.—On the record in 
this case (which is ambiguous with regard to many factual and 
procedural issues) it has not been shown that the ICC’s order 
authorizing Union Pacific and Burlington Northern alone to acquire 
control of the Peninsula Terminal Co. met the “public interest” 
standard of §5 (2) of the Interstate Commerce Act. Port of Port- 
land v. United States, p. 811. 

5. Petitions for inclusion—Shifting market shares—Anticompetitive 
effects —The ICC’s denial of inclusion of the Southern Pacific Trans- 
portation Co. and the Milwaukee Railroad because their gain would 
work a corresponding loss to Burlington Northern and Union Pacific 
is not a proper approach under § 5 (2) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, given the principle that the anticompetitive effects of any 
§ 5 (2) transaction must be explicitly considered. Port of Portland 
v. United States, p. 811. 


ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, V; 
Evidence, 3. 


ADMISSION OF ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 
ADVERSARY HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 
Paroles, 1-3. 

ADVISORY OPINIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

AGREEMENTS TO CONCEAL FACTS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 


AIDE TO SENATOR. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 
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ALABAMA. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 


ALIBI DEFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 1: Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2: Procedure, |. 


ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


ANONYMITY OF SOURCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 8: 
Grand Juries, 4. 


ANTICOMPETITIVE EFFECTS. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1—5; Judicial Review, 
2-6. 


ANTINOISE ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 6. 


ANTIPICKETING ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 
5-6. 

APPEALS. See also Constitutional Law, V; VII, 1-6; Evidence, 
3; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 

1. District Court “decision or judgment setting aside, or dismiss- 
ing” the indictment—Direct appeal—This Court has jurisdiction 
under 18 U.S. C. § 3731 (1964 ed., Supp. V) to hear the appeal, since 
the District Court’s order was based upon its determination of the 
constitutional invalidity of 18 U. S. C. §§ 201 (c)(1) and 201 (g) 
on the facts as alleged in the indictment, United States v. Brewster, 
p. 501. 

2. Interrogation of Senator’s aide—Scope of questioning—Aide 
may be questioned by the grand jury about the source of classified 
documents in the Senator’s possession, as long as the questioning 
implicates no legislative act. The Court of Appeals’ protective order 
in other respects would suffice if it forbade questioning the aide or 
others about the conduct or motives of the Senator or his aides at 
the subcommittee meeting; communications between the Senator and 
his aides relating to that meeting or any legislative act of 
the Senator; or steps of the Senator or his aides preparatory for 
the meeting, if not relevant to third-party crimes. Gravel v. United 
States, p. 606. 

3. Questioning Senator’s aide—Protective order—The Court of 
Appeals’ protective order was overly broad in enjoining interrogation 
of the aide with respect to any act, “in the broadest sense,” that he 
performed within the scope of his employment, since the aide’s im- 
munity extended only to legislative acts as to which the Senator would 
be immune. Gravel v. United States, p. 606. 
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APPEAL TO PRURIENT INTEREST. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 7. 


ARBITRARY PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1. 

ARMY INTELLIGENCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VI: 
Mootness; Witnesses. 

ASSOCIATIONAL RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2, 
4; IV, 2; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

AVAILABILITY OF WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, VI; 
Mootness; Witnesses. 

BANKS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

BARTENDERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Criminal 
Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

BEACON PRESS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 
2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

BELGIAN JOURNALISTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

BENEFICIARIES. See Taxes, 1-3. 

BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Procedure, 2. 

BLACK PANTHER PARTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; 
Grand Juries, 4. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

BOARD OF REGENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; 
Procedure, 2-3. 

BRIBERY. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Jurisdiction. 

BUGGING ACTIVITIES. See Grand Juries, 1. 

BURDEN OF PROOF. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD. See Administrative 


Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1—5; Judi- 
cial Review, 2-6. 


BUSINESS CONSTRAINTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 
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CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 8: Grand Juries, 4. 

CAMPUS ORGANIZATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4: 
BV, = 

CAPITAL CASES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal 
Law, 1. 

CASE AND CONTROVERSY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 


CENTRAL CONNECTICUT STATE COLLEGE. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 


CHALLENGES. See Constitutional Law, VV; Evidence, 3. 
CHAPTERS OF SDS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 
CHICAGO. See Constitutional Law, III, 5. 


CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST. PAUL & PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

CHILLING EFFECT. See Constitutional Law, III, 
Justiciability. 

CITIZENS’ DUTY TO TESTIFY. See Constitutional Law, III, 
8; Grand Juries, 4. 

CIVIL CONTEMPT. See Grand Juries, 1. 

CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3: 
Justiciability. 

CIVILIAN ACTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3: 
Justiciability. 

CIVIL RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 

CLASSIFIED DOCUMENTS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

CLOSELY HELD CORPORATIONS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

COERCION. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 


COLLEGE PROFESSORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9: Pro- 
cedure, 2. 


wo 
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COLLEGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 


COMMITTEE MEETINGS. Scee Appeals, 2-3: Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 
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COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN SENATOR AND AIDES. See 
Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 
2-3, 5. 

COMMUNISM. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration and 
Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


COMPELLED TESTIMONY. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, III, 8; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 1-5. 


COMPETITIVE EFFECTS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

COMPULSORY PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, VI; Moot- 
ness; Witnesses. 

COMPUTER DATA. See _ Constitutional Law, MIII, 3; 
Justiciability. 

CONDITIONAL LIBERTY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 
Paroles, 1-3. 

CONDITIONS OF PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 
Paroles, 1-3. 

CONDUCT OF SENATORS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

CONFERENCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration 
and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

CONFESSIONS. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 
Wounded prisoner in extreme pain, under the influence of mor- 
phine—Oral confession to hospital doctor—Petitioner’s oral con- 
fession was invalid, having been the product of gross coercion and 
part of the same “stream of events” that necessitated invalidation of 
the written confessions. Beecher v. Alabama, p. 234. 
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMANTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
8; Grand Juries, 4. 

CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 
1-3. 

CONFRONTATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VI; 
Mootness; Witnesses. 

CONGRESSIONAL AIDES. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

CONGRESSMEN. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Jurisdiction. 

CONNECTICUT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Appeals, 1-3; Confessions; 
Criminal Law, 1-4; Evidence, 1-3; Grand Juries, 1-5; Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1; Jurisdic- 
tion; Justiciability; Mootness; Paroles, 1-3; Procedure, 1-3; 
Witnesses. 


I. Due Process. 

1. Arrest for parole violation—Revocation of parole-—Though 
parole revocation does not call for the full panoply of rights due a 
defendant in a criminal proceeding, a parolee’s liberty involves 
significant values within the protection of the Due Process Clause of 
the Fourteenth Amendment, and termination of that liberty requires 
an informal hearing to give assurance that the finding of a parole 
violation is based on verified facts to support the revocation. Mor- 
rissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 

2. Determination whether parole condition was violated—Due 
process requires a reasonably prompt informal inquiry conducted by 
an impartial hearing officer near the place of the alleged parole vio- 
lation to determine if there is reasonable ground to believe that the 
arrested parolee has violated a parole condition. The parolee should 
receive prior notice of the inquiry, its purpose, and the alleged viola- 
tions. The parolee may present relevant information and (absent 
security considerations) question adverse informants. The hearing 
officer shall digest the evidence on probable cause and state the 
reasons for holding the parolee for the parole board’s decision. 
Morrissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 

3. Other shotgun improperly admitted into evidence—Claim not 
raised below—Petitioner’s due process claim as to the shotgun was 
not previously raised and therefore is not properly before this Court, 
and in any event the introduction of the shotgun does not constitute 
federally reversible error. Moore v. Illinois, p. 786. 

4. Parolee arrested for parole violation—Hearing on proposed revo- 
cation of parole—At the revocation hearing, which must be con- 
ducted reasonably soon after the parolee’s arrest, minimum due 
process requirements are: (a) written notice of the claimed violations 
of parole; (b) disclosure to the parolee of evidence against him; 
(c) opportunity to be heard in person and to present witnesses and 
documentary evidence; (d) the right to confront and cross-examine 
adverse witnesses (unless the hearing officer specifically finds good 
cause for not allowing confrontation); (e) a “neutral and detached” 
hearing body such as a traditional parole board, members of which 
need not be judicial officers or lawyers; and (f) a written statement 
by the factfinders as to the evidence relied on and reasons for revok- 
ing parole. Morrissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

5. Teacher hired for one academic year—Not rehired for ensuing 
year—No prior hearing—The Fourteenth Amendment does not re- 
quire opportunity for a hearing prior to the nonrenewal of a non- 
tenured state teacher’s contract, unless he can show that the non- 
renewal deprived him of an interest in “liberty” or that he had a 
“property” interest in continued employment, despite the lack of 
tenure or a formal contract. Here the nonretention of respondent, 
absent any charges against him or stigma or disability foreclosing 
other employment, is not tantamount to a deprivation of “liberty,” 
and the terms of his employmeni accorded him no “property” interest 
protected by procedural due process. Board of Regents v. Roth, 
p. 564. 


II. Eighth Amendment. 

1. Conviction for murder—Death penalty imposed by jury—The 
sentence of death may not be imposed on petitioner. Moore v. 
Illinois, p. 786. 

2. Fourteenth Amendment—Death sentences imposed for rapes 
and murder—The imposition and carrying out of the death penalty 
in these cases constitutes cruel and unusual punishment in violation 
of the Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments. The judgment in each 
case is therefore reversed insofar as it leaves undisturbed the death 
sentence imposed, and the cases are remanded for further proceed- 
ings. Furman v. Georgia, p. 238; Stewart v. Massachusetts, p. 845. 


III. First Amendment. 

1. Alien journalist—Marzist scholar invited to participate in aca- 
demic conferences—Attorney General refused waiver of ineligibility — 
In the exercise of Congress’ plenary power to exclude aliens or pre- 
scribe the conditions for their entry into this country, Congress in 
§ 212 (a) (28) of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 has 
delegated conditional exercise of this power to the Executive Branch. 
When, as in this case, the Attorney General decides for a legitimate 
and bona fide reason not to waive the statutory exclusion of an 
alien, courts will not look behind his decision or weigh it against 
the First Amendment interests of those who would personally com- 
municate with the alien. Kleindienst v. Mandel, p. 753. 

2. Freedom of association—Assumed relationship with the National 
Students for a Democratic Society—Insofar as the college’s denial 
of recognition to petitioners’ group was based on an assumed relation- 
ship with the National SDS, or was a result of disagreement with 
the group’s philosophy, or was a consequence of a fear of disrup- 
tion, for which there was no support in the record, the college’s 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


decision violated the petitioners’ First Amendment rights. Healy v. 
James, p. 169. 


3. Freedom of association—Civil disorders—Army’s compilation 
of data on civilian political activities—Civilians’ claim that their 
First Amendment rights are chilled, due to the mere existence of the 
data-gathering system, does not constitute a justiciable controversy 
on the basis of the record in this case, disclosing as it does no show- 
ing of objective harm or threat of specific future harm. Laird v. 
Tatum, p. 1. 


4, Freedom of association—Leftist students organizing as Students 
for a Democratic Society—Denial of recognition as campus organiza- 
tion—Lower courts erred in (1) discounting the cognizable First 
Amendment associational interest that petitioners had in furthering 
their personal beliefs, and (2) assuming that the burden was on 
petitioners to show entitlement to recognition by the college rather 
than on the college to justify its nonrecognition of the group, once 
petitioners had made application conformably to college requirements. 
Healy v. James, p. 169. 

5. Freedom of expression—Peacefu! picketing near school in 
violation of city ordinance-—City ordinance prohibiting all picketing 
within 150 feet of a school, except peaceful picketing of any school 
involved in a labor dispute, is violative of the Equal Protection 
Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment since it makes an impermis- 
sible distinction between peaceful labor picketing and other peaceful 
picketing. Police Department of Chicago v. Mosley, p. 92; Grayned 
v. City of Rockford, p. 104. 


6. Freedom of speech—Antinoise ordinance—Mass demonstration 
while school is in session—Antinoise ordinance prohibiting a person 
while on grounds adjacent to a building in which a school is in 
session from willfully making a noise or diversion that disturbs or 
tends to disturb the peace or good order of the school session is not 
unconstitutionally vague since, with fair warning, it prohibits only 
actual or imminent, and willful, interference with normal school 
activity, and is not a broad invitation to discriminatory enforcement ; 
nor is the ordinance overbroad as unduly interfering with First 
Amendment rights since expressive activity is prohibited only if it 
“materially disrupts classwork.” Grayned v. City of Rockford, 
p. 104. 

7. Freedom of the press—Obscenity statute—Underground news- 
paper’s publication of pictures of nudes and a sex poem.—In the 
context in which they appeared, the photographs were rationally re- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


lated to a news article, in conjunction with which they appeared, 
and were entitled to First and Fourteenth Amendment protection. 
In view of the poem’s content and placement with other poems 
inside the newspaper, its dominant theme cannot be said to appeal 
to prurient interest. Kois v. Wisconsin, p. 229. 


8. Newspaper reporters—Grand jury subpoenas—Protection of 
confidential sources.—The First Amendment does not relieve a news- 
paper reporter of the obligation that all citizens have to respond 
to a grand jury subpoena and answer questions relevant to a crim- 
inal investigation, and therefore the Amendment does not afford 
him a constitutional testimonial privilege for an agreement he makes 
to conceal facts relevant to a grand jury’s investigation of a crime 
or to conceal the criminal conduct of his source or evidence thereof. 
Branzburg v. Hayes, p. 665. 


9. Professor’s public statements critical of administration—One- 
year employment contract not renewed—Lack of a contractual or 
tenure right to re-employment, taken alone, did not defeat respond- 
ent’s claim that the nonrenewal of his contract violated his free 
speech right under the First and Fourteenth Amendments. The 
District Court erred in foreclosing determination of the contested 
issue whether the decision not to renew was based on respondent’s 
exercise of his right of free speech. Perry v. Sindermann, p. 593. 


IV. Fourteenth Amendment. 


1. Due process—Wounded prisoner in extreme pain, under the 
influence of morphine—Oral confession to hospital doctor—Peti- 
tioner’s oral confession was invalid, having been the product of 
gross coercion and part of the same “stream of events” that neces- 
sitated invalidation of the written confessions. Beecher v. Alabama, 
p. 234. 

2. Procedural due process—Proper basis for nonrecognition.— 
Proper basis for nonrecognition of local chapter of SDS might 
have been afforded by a showing that the petitioners’ group refused 
to comply with a rule requiring them to abide by reasonable campus 
regulations. Since the record is not clear whether the college has 
such a rule and, if so, whether petitioners intend to observe it, these 
issues remain to be resolved. Healy v. James, p. 169. 


V. Fourth Amendment. 


Warrant authorizing search for, and seizure of, stolen whiskey— 
Searched premises owned by petitioner’s father—Petitioner not 
present.—Since the Government now suggests that the warrant was 
invalid, and since the record is inadequate for a determination of 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


whether petitioner had an interest in the searched premises that would 
afford him standing under Mancusi vy. DeForte, 392 U. S. 364, to 
challenge the legality of the search, the judgment of the Court of 
Appeals is vacated and the case remanded for further proceedings. 
Combs v. United States, p. 224. 


VI. Sixth Amendment. 

State’s witness moved permanently to foreign country—Where 
a State’s witness is bona fide unavailable, the requirements of the 
Confrontation Clause are met when prior-recorded testimony of 
the witness is admitted in second trial if that prior testimony bears 
“indicia of reliability” that would afford “the trier of fact a satis- 
factory basis for evaluating the truth of the prior statement.” 
Mancusi v. Stubbs, p. 204. 


VII. Speech or Debate Clause. 

1. Former United States Senator charged with solicitation and 
acceptance of bribes—Vote on pending legislation—Although the 
Speech or Debate Clause protects Members of Congress from 
inquiry into legislative acts or the motivation for performance of 
such acts, it does not protect all conduct relating to the legislative 
process. Since in this case prosecution of the bribery charges does 
not necessitate inquiry into legislative acts or motivation, the 
District Court erred in holding that the Speech or Debate Clause 
required dismissal of the indictment. United States v. Brewster, 
p. 501. 

2. Interrogation of Senator’s aide—Scope of questioning —-Aide 
may be questioned by the grand jury about the source of classified 
documents in the Senator’s possession, as long as the questioning 
implicates no legislative act. The Court of Appeals’ protective 
order in other respects would suffice if it forbade questioning the 
aide or others about the conduct or motives of the Senator or his 
aides at the subcommittee meeting; communications between the 
Senator and his aides relating to that meeting or any legislative 
act of the Senator; or steps of the Senator or his aides preparatory 
for the meeting, if not relevant to third-party crimes. Gravel v. 
United States, p. 606. 

3. Questioning Senator’s aide—Protective order—The Court of 
Appeals’ protective order was overly broad in enjoining interroga- 
tion of the aide with respect to any act, “in the broadest sense,” 
that he performed within the scope of his employment, since the 
aide’s immunity extended only to legislative acts as to which the 
Senator would be immune. Gravel v. United States, p. 606. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

4. Senate subcommittee meeting—Chairman’s aide’s preparations 
for meeting—The Speech or Debate Clause applies not only to a 
Member of Congress but also to his aide, insofar as the aide’s con- 
duct would be a protected legislative act if performed by the 
Member himself. Gravel v. United States, p. 606. 

5. Senate subcommittee meeting—Classified documents in public 
record—Grand jury investigating private republication——The Speech 
or Debate Clause does not extend immunity to the Senator’s aide 
from testifying before the grand jury about the alleged arrange- 
ment for private publication of the Pentagon Papers, as such pub- 
lication had no connection with the legislative process. Gravel v. 
United States, p. 606. 

6. Testimonial privilege—Senator’s aide had no nonconstitutional 
testimonial privilege from being questioned by the grand jury in 
connection with its inquiry into whether private publication of the 
Pentagon Papers violated federal law. Gravel v. United States, 
p. 606. 


CONTEMPT. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 1, 4. 

CONTINGENCY PLANS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

CONTRACTS OF EMPLOYMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 
5; III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 

CONTROLLING STOCKHOLDERS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

CONVICTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 

CORPORATE DIRECTORS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

CORPORATIONS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; Witnesses. 

COURT ORDERS. See Constitutional Law, IJi, 8; Grand 
Juries, 4. 

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Appeals, 1-3; Confessions; Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 1-4; II, 1-2; III, 6-8; IV, 1; V; VI; 
VII, 1-6; Evidence, 1-3; Grand Juries, 1-5; Mootness; Pa- 
roles, 1-3; Procedure, 1; Witnesses. 

1. Death sentences imposed for rapes and murder.—The imposi- 
tion and carrying out of the death penalty in these cases con- 
stitutes cruel and unusual punishment in violation of the Eighth 


and Fourteenth Amendments. The judgment in each case is there- 
fore reversed insofar as it leaves undisturbed the death sentence 
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CRIMINAL LAW—Continued. 
imposed, and the cases are remanded for further proceedings. 
Furman v. Georgia, p. 238. 

2. Eighth Amendment—Conviction for murder—Death penalty 
imposed by jury—The sentence of death may not be imposed on 
petitioner. Moore v. Illinois, p. 786. 

3. Pretrial motion for disclosure—Criminal trial—Items of evi- 
dence heipful to the defense—The evidentiary items (other than 
a diagram) on which petitioner bases his suppression claim relate 
to a witness’ misidentification of petitioner as “Slick” and not to 
the identification, by that witness and others, of petitioner as the 
person who made the incriminating statements. These evidentiary 
items are not material under the standard of Brady v. Maryland, 
373 U.S. 830. Moore v. Illinois, p. 786. 

4. Pretrial motion for disclosure—Murder trial—item of evidence 
helpful to the defense—A diagram showing the positions of cus- 
tomers at a bar where a shotgun slaying occurred does not support 
petitioner’s contention that the State knowingly permitted false 
testimony to remain uncorrected, in violation of Napu? v. ZJilinois, 
360 U.S. 264, since the diagram does not show that it was impos- 
sible for a prosecution witness to see the shooting. Moore v. Illinois, 
p. 786. 

CRITICISM OF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATION. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 5; III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 


CROSS-EXAMINATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4: 
VI; Mootness; Paroles, 1-3; Witnesses. 

CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 1-2; Criminal Law, 1. 

CUSTODY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 1-3. 

DATA-GATHERING SYSTEMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
3; Justiciability. 

DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal 
Law, 1. 

DEATH SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal 
Law, 1. 

DECEDENTS’ ESTATES. See Taxes, 1-3. 

DE FACTO TENURE PROGRAMS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 9; Procedure, 2. 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, III, 3; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Justiciability. 
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INDEX 
DEFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Criminal Law, 
2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Grand Juries, 1; Procedure, 1. 
DEMONSTRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 
DENIAL OF RECOGNITION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; 
ay, & 
DETERRENT TO CAPITAL CRIMES. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 
DETROIT. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 
DIRECT APPEALS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 


DISCLOSURE OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; 
II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY. See Constitutional Law, IJI, 
1; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


DISCRETION OF JUDGE OR JURY. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


DISCRIMINATORY PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 
2; Criminal Law, 1. 


DISMISSAL OF TEACHERS. 
Procedure, 3. 


DISORDERLY CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, III, 6. 
DISORDERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 
DISRUPTION OF SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 
DIVIDEND POLICY. See Taxes, 1-3. 









See Constitutional Law, I, 5; 


DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 


DRUGS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, III, 8; IV, 2; 
Grand Juries, +. 


DUE PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 1-5; IJ, 1-2; III, 
6, 9: Criminal Law, 1-4; Evidence, 1-2; Paroles, 1-3; 
Procedure, 1-3. 

DUTY TO DISCLOSE EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 
2: II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

ECONOMIC EFFECTS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1-2; 
Criminal Law, 1-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 














































INDEX 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE. See Grand Juries, 1. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, I, 5: 
III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 


ENTRY OF ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1: Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 2; III, 56; Criminal Law, 1. 


ESTATES AND TRUSTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


EVIDENCE. See also Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Consti- 
tutional Law, I, 1-4; II, 1; V; Criminal Law, 2-4; Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6; Mootness; 
Paroles, 1-3; Procedure, 1; Witnesses. 

1. Pretrial motion for disclosure—Criminal trial—Items of evi- 
dence helpful to the defense-——The evidentiary items (other than a 
diagram) on which petitioner bases his suppression claim relate to 
a witness’ misidentification of petitioner as “Slick” and not to the 
identification, by that witness and others, of petitioner as the 
person who made the incriminating statements. These evidentiary 
items are not material under the standard of Brady v. Maryland, 
373 U. 8. 830. Moore v. Illinois, p. 786. 

2. Pretrial motion for disclosure—Murder trial—Item of evidence 
helpful to the defense—A diagram showing the positions of cus- 
tomers at a bar where a shotgun slaying occurred does not support 
petitioner’s contention that the State knowingly permitted false 
testimony to remain uncorrected, in violation of Napue v. Iilinois, 
360 U. S. 264, since the diagram does not show that it was impos- 
sible for a prosecution witness to see the shooting. Moore v. 
Illinois, p. 786. 

3. Warrant authorizing search for, and seizure of, stolen whiskey— 
Searched premises owned by petitioner’s father—Petitioner not 
present.—Since the Government now suggests that the warrant 
was invalid, and since the record is inadequate for a determination 
of whether petitioner had an interest in the searched premises that 
would afford him standing under Mancusi v. DeForte, 392 U. S. 
364, to challenge the legality of the search, the judgment of the 
Court of Appeals is vacated and the case remanded for further 
proceedings. Combs v. United States, p. 224. 


EXCLUSION OF ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


EXCULPATORY EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, |. 
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EXECUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, I], 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


EXECUTIVE DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY. Sce Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judi- 
cial Review, 1. 


‘‘EXPECTANCY” OF RE-EMPLOYMENT. Sce Constitutional 
Law, III, 9; Procedure, 2. 

EYEWITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

FACULTY MEMBERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 

FAIR TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Criminal 
Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

FALSE EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

FALSE TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

FAMILY CORPORATIONS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

FEDERAL CRIMES. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitutional Law, III, 
8; V; VII, 1-6; Evidence, 3; Grand Juries, 1-5: Jurisdiction. 

FEDERAL ESTATE TAXES. See Taxes, 1-3. 

FEDERAL GRAND JURIES. See Grand Juries, 1. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
2; Criminal Law, 1. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Grand Juries, 1. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-9; IV, 
2; Grand Juries, 4; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judi- 
cial Review, 1; Justiciability; Procedure, 1-2. 

FOREIGN WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Moot- 
ness; Witnesses. 


FORT HOLABIRD. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, I, 1-5; II, 1-2; III, 2, 47, 9; IV, 1-2; Criminal Law, 
1-4; Evidence, 1-2; Paroles, 1-3; Procedure, 1-3. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Evi- 
dence, 3. 

FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 

1-2, 4; IV, 2; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial 

Review, 1. 
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FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 
46; IV, 2. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 
9; Procedure, 2-3. 


FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7-8: 
Grand Juries, 4. 

FREIGHT CARS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


GENERAL IMMUNITY FROM CRIMINAL LAWS. See Ap- 
peals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 
2-3, 5. 


GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 
GIFTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


GOOD-FAITH EFFORTS. See Constitutional Law, V1; Moot- 
ness; Witnesses. 


GOVERNMENT BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; 
Procedure, 2. 


GRAND JURIES. See also Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
III, 8; VII, 2-6. 

1. Grand jury investigation—Refusal to testify—Questions based 
on information from intercepted conversations—Where a grand 
jury witness is adjudicated in civil contempt under 28 U. 8. C. 
§ 1826 (a) for refusing “without just cause shown to comply with 
an order of the court to testify,” the witness may invoke as a 
defense 18 U. S. C. § 2515, which directs that “[w]henever any 
wire or oral communication has been intercepted, no part of the 
contents of such communication and no evidence derived therefrom 
may be received in evidence in any . . . proceeding in or before 
any ... grand jury... ,” since a showing that the interrogation 
would be based upon the illegal interception would constitute the 
“just cause” that precludes a finding of contempt. Gelbard v. 
United States, p. 41. 

2. Interrogation of Senator’s aide—Scope of questioning.—Aide 
may be questioned by the grand jury about the source of classi- 
fied documents in the Senator’s possession, as long as the question- 
ing implicates no legislative act. The Court of Appeals’ protective 
order in other respects would suffice if it forbade questioning the 
aide or others about the conduct or motives of the Senator or his 
aides at the subcommittee meeting; communications between the 
Senator and his aides relating to that meeting or any legislative 
act of the Senator; or steps of the Senator or his aides preparatory 
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GRAND JURIES—Continued. 
for the meeting, if not relevant to third-party crimes. Gravel v. 
United States, p. 606. 

3. Investigation—Testimonial privilege—Senator’s aide had no 
nonconstitutional testimonial privilege from being questioned by 
the grand jury in connection with its inquiry into whether private 
publication of the Pentagon Papers violated federal law. Gravel v. 
United States, p. 606. 

4. Newspaper reporters—Grand jury subpoenas—Protection of 
confidential sources—The First Amendment does not relieve a news- 
paper reporter of the obligation that all citizens have to respond 
to a grand jury subpoena and answer questions relevant to a crim- 
inal investigation, and therefore the Amendment does not afford 
him a constitutional testimonial privilege for an agreement he 
makes to conceal facts relevant to a grand jury’s investigation of 
a crime or to conceal the criminal conduct of his source or evidence 
thereof. Branzburg v. Hayes, p. 665. 

5. Senate subcommittee meeting—Classified documents in public 
record—Grand jury investigating private republication—The Speech 
or Debate Clause does not extend immunity to the Senator’s aide 
from testifying before the grand jury about the alleged arrange- 
ment for private publication of the Pentagon Papers, as such 
publication had no connection with the legislative process. Gravel 
v. United States, p. 606. 


GROSS COERCION. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 
GROSS ESTATES. See Taxes, 1-3. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 

HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

HARRISBURG. See Grand Juries, 1. 


HARSH PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal 
Law, 1. 


HASHISH. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 


HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4-5; III, 9; Paroles, 
1-3; Procedure, 2-3. 


HIGH SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 


HOSPITAL AUTHORITIES. See Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, IV, 1. 
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IDENTIFICATION OF SOURCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 
8; Grand Juries, 4. 


IDENTIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 1: Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; III], 5-6: Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See also Consti- 
tutional Law, III, 1; Judicial Review, 1. 

Alien journalist—Marzist scholar invited to participate in aca- 
demic conferences—Attorney General refused waiver of ineligibil- 
ity—lIn the exercise of Congress’ plenary power to exclude aliens 
or prescribe the conditions for their entry into this country, Congress 
in § 212 (a)(28) of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 
has delegated conditional exercise of this power to the Executive 
Branch. When, as in this case, the Attorney General decides for 
a legitimate and bona fide reason not to waive the statutory exclu- 
sion of an alien, courts will not look behind his decision or weigh 
it against the First Amendment interests of those who would 
personally communicate with the alien. Kleindienst v. Mandel, 
p. 753. 

IMMUNITY FROM PROSECUTION. See Appeals, 1; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 

IMMUNITY FROM TESTIFYING. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

IMPARTIAL HEARING OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, 
I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 1-3. 

IMPEACHMENT OF IDENTIFICATION. See Constitutional 
Law, I, 3; II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 

INCLUSION IN GROSS ESTATE. See Taxes, 1-3. 


INCLUSION PETITIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 1--5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


INCOME FRCM TRUST. See Taxes, 1-3. 


INCRIMINATING STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 
3; II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 
INDEPENDENCE OF LEGISLATURE. See Appeals, 1: Con- 

stitutional Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


INDICIA OF RELIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, VI; 
Mootness; Witnesses. 
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INDICTMENTS. Constitutional Law, VII, 1: 


Jurisdiction. 


INELIGIBILITY FOR ADMISSION. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


INFLAMMATORY EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: 
II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


INFORMAL INQUIRIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 








See Appeals, 1; 


Paroles, 1-3. 

INHIBITING EFFECT. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

INSUBORDINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Proce- 
dure, 2. 


INSURRECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 


INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 


INTERCEPTED CONVERSATIONS. See Grand Juries, 1. 


INTERCHANGE TRACKS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


INTEREST IN ‘‘LIBERTY.’’ See Constitutional Law, I, 5; 
Procedure, 3. 


INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes, 1-3. 
INTERROGATIONS. See Grand Juries, 1. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Admin- 
istrative Procedure, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


1. Line-haul carriers jointly acquiring control of switching rail- 
road—Related application for trackage rights by one petitioner for 
inclusion—The denial of trackage rights to Southern Pacific (on 
the ground that SP was “not entitled to serve Peninsula or River- 
gate”) should be reconsidered by the ICC, in conjunction with the 
reappraisal of the issues arising under § 5 (2) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act. Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 


2. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in control of switch- 
ing railroad—ICC decision—Applicable legal principles—In view 
of uncertainties about the northern access to Portland’s Rivergate 
industrial complex—given the physical limitations of the present 
facilities of Peninsula Terminal Co—and the apparent fact that 
physical operation over Peninsula into Rivergate was not at 
issue here, approval of the ICC order, with its protective con- 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION—Continued. 
ditions, may still be in the public interest, but the announced 
grounds for the ICC decision do not comport with the applicable 
legal principles. Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

3. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in joint purchase of 
switching railroad—Market shares and existing traffic—lIn stressing 
the small share in Peninsula Terminal Co.’s traffie that Milwaukee 
Railroad had before the Northern Lines Merger, the ICC ignored 
any possible increase in that share after Condition 24 (a) of 
that merger took effect. In announcing a principle of pre- 
serving the market shares of the two railroads currently con- 
necting with Peninsula, the ICC failed to explain why it was not 
taking into account the potentially enormous traffic over Peninsula, 
should Peninsula become the northern route into Portland’s River- 
gate industrial complex. Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

4. Line-haul carriers seeking joint acquisition of switching rail- 
road—Petitions for inclusion denied by ICC——On the record in 
this case (which is ambiguous with regard to many factual 
and procedural issues) it has not been shown that the ICC’s 
order authorizing Union Pacific and Burlington Northern alone 
to acquire control of the Peninsula Terminal Co. met the “public 
interest” standard of §5(2) of the Interstate Commerce Act. 
Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

5. Petitions for inclusion—Shifting market shares—Anticompeti- 
tive effects—The ICC’s denial of inclusion of the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Co. and the Milwaukee Railroad because their gain 
would work a corresponding loss to Burlington Northern and Union 
Pacific is not a proper approach under §5 (2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, given the principle that the anticompetitive effects 
of any §5 (2) transaction must be explicitly considered. Port of 
Portland v. United States, p. 811. 


INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Evi- 
dence, 3. 


INTER VIVOS TRUSTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


INVALIDITY OF STATUTES. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


INVASION OF PRIVACY. See Grand Juries, 1. 


INVESTIGATIONS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, III, 
8; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-5. 


INVESTIGATIVE AGENCIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 
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INVOCATION OF THE PRIVILEGE. See Appeals, 2-3: Con- 
stitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


IOWA. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 1-3. 


IRRELEVANT EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 2-3; Procedure, 1. 


IRREVOCABLE TRUSTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


JOB SECURITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9: Proce- 
dure, 2-3. 


JOINT ACQUISITIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


JUDGMENTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1: 
Jurisdiction. 


JUDICIAL OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1-2, 4: 
Paroles, 1-3. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3; V; VII, 2-6; 
Evidence, 3; Immigration and Nationality Act; Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1-5; Justiciability. 

1, Alien journalist—Marzist scholar invited to participate in 
academic conferences—Attorney General refused waiver of in- 
eligibility —In the exercise of Congress’ plenary power to exclude 
aliens or prescribe the conditions for their entry into this country, 
Congress in § 212 (a)(28) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
of 1952 has delegated conditional exercise of this power to the 
Executive Branch. When, as in this case, the Attorney General 
decides for a legitimate and bona fide reason not to waive the 
statutory exclusion of an alien, courts will not look behind his 
decision or weigh it against the First Amendment interests of those 
who would personally communicate with the alien. Kleindienst v. 
Mandel, p. 753. 

2. Line-haul carriers jointly acquiring control of switching rail- 
road—Related application for trackage rights by one petitioner 
for inclusion—The denial of trackage rights to Scuthern Pacific 
(on the ground that SP was “not entitled to serve Peniasula or 
Rivergate”) should be reconsidered by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in conjunction with the reappraisal of the issues arising 
under § 5 (2) of the Interstate Commerce Act. Port of Portland v. 
United States, p. 811. 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW—Continued. 

3. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in control of switch- 
ing railroad—ICC decision—Applicable legal principles—In view 
of uncertainties about the northern access to Portland’s River- 
gate industrial complex—given the physical limitations of the 
present facilities of Peninsula Terminal Co—and the apparent 
fact that phvsical operation over Peninsula into Rivergate was 
not at issue here, approval of the ICC order, with its pro- 
tective conditions, may still be in the public interest, but the 
announced grounds for the ICC decision do not comport with 
the applicable legal principles. Port of Portland v. United States, 
p. 811. 


4. Line-haul carriers petitioning for inclusion in joint purchase 
of switching railroad—Market shares and existing traffic—lIn stress- 
ing the small share in Peninsula Terminal Co.’s traffic that Milwaukee 
Railroad had before the Northern Lines Merger, the ICC ignored 
any possible increase in that share after Condition 24 (a) of the 
merger took effect. In announcing a principle of preserving the 
market shares of the two railroads currently connecting with Penin- 
sula, the ICC failed to explain why it was not taking into account 
the potentially enormous traffic over Peninsula, should Peninsula 
become the northern route into Portland’s Rivergate industrial com- 
plex. Port of Portland v. United States, p. 811. 

5. Line-haul carriers seeking joint acquisition of switching rail- 
road—Petitions of inclusion denied by ICC.—On the record in this 
case (which is ambiguous with regard to many factual and pro- 
cedural issues) it has not been shown that the ICC’s order author- 
izing Union Pacific and Burlington Northern alone to acquire control 
of the Peninsula Terminal Co. met the “public interest” standard of 
§ 5 (2) of the Interstate Commerce Act. Port of Portland v. United 
States, p. 811. 

6. Petitions for inclusion—Shifting market shares—Anticompeti- 
tive effects—-The ICC’s denial of inclusion of the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Co. and the Milwaukee Railroad because their gain 
would work a corresponding loss to Burlington Northern and Union 
Pacific is not a proper approach under §5 (2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, given the principle that the anticompetitive effects 
of any §5(2) transaction must be explicitly considered. Port of 
Portland v. United States, p. 81i. 


JUNIOR COLLEGE PROFESSORS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 9; Procedure, 2. 
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JURISDICTION. See also Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
District Court “decision or judgment setting aside, ov dismissing” 
the indictment—Direct appeal——This Court has jurisdiction under 
18 U. S. C. § 3731 (1964 ed., Supp. V) to hear the appeal, since 
the District Court’s order was based upon its determination of the 
constitutional invalidity of 18 U. S. C. §§ 201 (c)(1) and 201 (g) 
on the facts as alleged in the indictment. United States v. Brew- 
ster, p. 501. 
‘‘JUST CAUSE’’ SHOWN. See Grand Juries, 1. 


JUSTICIABILITY. See also Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


First Amendment—Freedom of association—Civil disorders— 
Army’s compilation of data on civilian political activities —Civilians’ 
claim that their First Amendment rights are chilled, due to the 
mere existence of the data-gathering system, does not constitute a 
justiciable controversy on the basis of the record in this case, 
disclosing as it does no showing of objective harm or threat of 
specific future harm. Laird v. Tatum, p. 1. 


KALEIDOSCOPE. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 
KENTUCKY. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 
KIDNAPING. Sce Grand Juries, 1. 

LABOR DISPUTES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 

LAS VEGAS. See Grand Juries, 1. 


LAWFUL POLITICAL ACTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 
3; Justiciability. 

LEFT-WING STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; 
IV, 2. 

LEGAL CONSTRAINTS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


LEGALITY OF SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, V; Evi- 
dence, 3. 


LEGAL STANDARDS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

LEGISLATIVE ACTS. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 

LEGISLATIVE INDEPENDENCE. See Appeals, 1; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


LIBERTY OF PAROLEES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 
Paroles, 1-3. 
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LINE-HAUL CARRIERS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


LOCAL CHAPTERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 

LOUISVILLE. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 

MANAGEMENT POWERS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

MANDATORY SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: 
Criminal Law, 1. 

MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 
MARKET SHARES. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 
MARXIST THEORETICIAN. See Constitutional Law, III, 1: 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 
MASSACHUSETTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 8: Grand 

Juries, 4. 
MATERIALITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 1; Criminal 
Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 1-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 
MERGERS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 
MILWAUKEE RAILROAD. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5: Judicial Review, 2-6. 
MINORITY STOCKHOLDERS. See Taxes, 1-3. 
MISCONDUCT OF MEMBERS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 
MISTAKEN IDENTITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; 
Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 
MOOTNESS. See also Constitutional Law, VI; Witnesses. 
Second-offender sentence in New York based on previous Ten- 
nessee felony conviction—Tennessee conviction allegedly unconstitu- 
tional—Previous Texas conviction still on appeal—New York State’s 
resentencing of respondent did not moot the instant case since his 
appeal involving the validity of still another conviction, in Texas, 
is still in the New York state courts and therefore New York State 


has a present interest in the availability of the Tennessee conviction 
as a predicate for the stiffer punishment. Mancusi v. Stubbs, p. 204. 


MORPHINE. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 
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MOTION FOR DISCLOSURE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


MOTIONS TO SUPPRESS. See Constitutional Law, V: Evi- 
dence, 3. 


MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENA. See Appeals, 2-3: Consti- 
tutional Law, III, 8; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-5. 


MOTIVATION FOR LEGISLATIVE ACTS. See Appeals, 1: 

Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 

MOTIVES OF SENATORS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

MUNICIPALITIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 

MURDER. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


MURDER WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


NATIONAL SDS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 

NEGRO STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 

‘‘NEUTRAL AND DETACHED’’ HEARING BODY. See Con- 
stitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 1-3. 

NEVADA. See Grand Juries, 1. 

NEW BEDFORD. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand 
Juries, 4. 

NEWS ARTICLES. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 

NEWSMAN’S PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; 
Grand Juries, 4. 

NEWSPAPER REPORTERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; 
Grand Juries, 4. 

NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; Witnesses. 

NEW YORK TIMES. See Constitutional Law, II], 8; Grand 
Juries, 4. 

NONIMMIGRATION VISAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

NONRECOGNITION OF STUDENT ORGANIZATIONS. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 

NONRETENTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Procedure, 2. 


NONTENURED TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 
9; Procedure, 2-3. 
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NORTHERN LINES MERGER. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5: Judicial Review, 
2-6. 

NOTICE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4: Paroles, 1-3. 


OBJECTIVE HARM. ‘See Constitutional Law, III, 3: 
Justiciability. 


OBSCENITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 


ODESSA JUNIOR COLLEGE. See Constitutional Law, III, 9: 
Procedure, 2. 


OFFICIAL ACTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Jurisdiction. 

OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT. See 
Grand Juries, 1. 


ONE-YEAR CONTRACTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 


OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD. See Constitutional Law, |, 
1-2; 4; Paroles, 1-3. 

ORAL CONFESSIONS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, 
i aes 


ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 


OREGON. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


ORGANIZED CRIME CONTROL ACT. See Grand Juries. 


OVERBREADTH. See Constitutional Law, III, 3, 5-6; 
Justiciability. 
PAROLES. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4. 

1. Arrest for parole violation—Revocation of parole-—Though 
parole revocation does not call for the full panoply of rights due 
a defendant in a criminal proceeding, a parolee’s liberty involves 
significant values within the protection of the Due Process Clause 
of the Fourteenth Amendment, and termination of that liberty 
requires an informal hearing to give assurance that the finding of 
a parole violation is based on verified facts to support the revoca- 
tion. Morrissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 

2. Determination whether parole condition was violated—Due 
process requires a reasonably prompt informal inquiry conducted 
by an impartial hearing officer near the place of the alleged parole 
violation to determine if there is reasonable ground to believe that 
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PAROLES—Continued. 


the arrested parolee has violated a parole condition. The parolee 
should receive prior notice of the inquiry, its purpose, and the 
alleged violations. The parolee may present relevant information 
and (absent security considerations) question adverse informants. 
The hearing officer shall digest the evidence on probable cause and 
state the reasons for holding the parolee for the parole board’s 
decision. Morrissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 

3. Parolee arrested for parole violation—Hearing on proposed 
revocation of parole—At the revocation hearing, which must be 
conducted reasonably soon after the parolee’s arrest, minimum due 
process requirements are: (a) written notice of the claimed viola- 
tions of parole; (b) disclosure to the parolee of evidence against 
him; (c) opportunity to be heard in person and to present wit- 
nesses and documentary evidence; (d) the right to confront and 
cross-examine adverse witnesses (unless the hearing officer specifi- 
cally finds good cause for not allowing confrontation); (e) a “neutral 
and detached” hearing body such as a traditional parole board, 
members of which need not be judicial officers or lawyers; and 
(f) a written statement by the factfinders as to the evidence relied 
on and reasons for revoking parole. Morrissey v. Brewer, p. 471. 


PEACEFUL PICKETING. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 
PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


PENINSULA TERMINAL CO. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 
2-6. 

PENITENTIARIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 
1-3. 

PENNSYLVANIA. See Grand Juries, 1. 


PENTAGON PAPERS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

PERFORMANCE OF OFFICIAL ACTS. See Appeals, 1; Con- 
stitutional Law, VII, 1. 

PERSONAL-ENTRY RIGHT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


PETITIONS FOR INCLUSION. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 
2-6. 


PHOTOGRAPHS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 
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PICKETING. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 
PICTURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 
POETRY. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 


POLICE INVESTIGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


POLICE OFFICERS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, I, 
1-2, 4; IV, 1; Paroles, 1-3. 


POLITICAL ACTIVITIES. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, 
III, 3; VII, 1; Jurisdiction; Justiciability. 

PORTLAND. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

PORTRAYALS OF SEX. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 

POSSESSORY CLAIMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 3. 


POSTAGE RATE LEGISLATION. See Appeals, 1: Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


POST-CONVICTION RELIEF. See Constitutional Law, 1, 3: 
II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-1; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


PRELIMINARY HEARINGS. Sec Constitutional Law, VI; 
Mootness; Witnesses. 


PREPARATIONS FOR COMMITTEE MEETINGS. Sce Appeals, 
2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


PRETRIAL STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 
1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


PRETRIAL SUPPRESSION HEARINGS. See Constitutional 
Law, V: Evidence, 3. 


PRIOR HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; Procedure, 3. 
PRIOR RESTRAINTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 


PRIOR TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 


PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4: Paroles, 1-3. 


PRISON HOSPITALS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, 
ry, 2% 


PRIVACY OF COMMUNICATIONS. See Grand Juries, 1. 


PRIVATE PUBLICATION. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 
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PRIVILEGE. See Appeals, 1: Constitutional Law, VII, 1: 
Jurisdiction. 
PROBABLE CAUSE. See Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 3. 


PROBATIONARY PERIODS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 
9; Procedure, 2-3. 


PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; 
II, 1; III, 2, 4, 9; IV, 2; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; 
Procedure, 1-3. 


PROCEDURE. See also Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Con- 
fessions; Constitutional Law, I, 1-5; II, 1; III, 3, 9; IV, 1; 
V; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-3; Grand Juries, 1; Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1-5; Justiciability; Judicial Re- 
view, 2-6; Paroles, 1-3. 

1. Due process—Other shotgun improperly admitted into evi- 
dence—Claim not raised below.—Petitioner’s due process claim as 
to the shotgun was not previously raised and therefore is not prop- 
erly before this Court, and in any event the introduction of the 
shotgun does not constitute federally reversible error. Moore v. 
Illinois, p. 786. 

2. Professor’s one-year employment contract not renewed—Col- 
lege’s de facto tenure policy—Though a subjective “expectancy” 
of tenure is not protected? by procedural due process, respondent’s 
allegation that the college had a de facto tenure policy, arising 
from rules and understandings officially promulgated and fostered, 
entitled him to an opportunity of proving the legitimacy of his 
claim to job tenure. Such proof would obligate the college to 
afford him a requested hearing where he could be informed of the 
grounds for his nonretention and challenge their sufficiency. Perry 
v. Sindermann, p. 593. 

3. Teacher hired for one academic year—Not rehired for ensuing 
year—No prior hearing—The Fourteenth Amendment does not 
require opportunity for a hearing prior to the nonrenewal of a 
nontenured state teacher’s contract, unless he can show that the 
nonrenewal deprived him of an interest in “liberty” or that he had 
a “property” interest in continued employment, despite the lack 
of tenure or a formal contract. Here the nonretention of respondent, 
absent any charges against him or stigma or disability foreclosing 
other employment, is not tantamount to a deprivation of “liberty,” 
and the terms of his employment accorded him no “property” inter- 
est protected by procedural due process. Board of Regents v. Roth, 
p. 564. 
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PROFESSORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9: Procedure, 2. 

PROPRIETARY CLAIMS. See Constitutional Law, V: Evi- 
dence, 3. 

PROSECUTORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3: II, 1: Criminal 
Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

PROTECTED INTERESTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5: Pro- 
cedure, 3. 

PROTECTED LEGISLATIVE ACTS. See Appeals, 2-3: Con- 
stitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

PROTECTION OF SOURCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 8: 
Grand Juries, 4. 

PROTECTIVE CONDITIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1—5; Judicial Review, 
2-6. 

PUBLICATION OF PENTAGON PAPERS. See Appeals, 2-3: 
Constitutional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

PUBLIC INTEREST. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

PUBLIC OFFICIALS. See Appeals, 1: Constitutional Law, VII, 
1; Jurisdiction. 

PUBLIC RECORD. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 
2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5: III, 5-6, 9; 
Procedure, 2-3. 

PUBLIC STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 


PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONS. See Administrative Proce- 
dure, 1-5: Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5: Judicial 


Review, 2-6. 

PUBLISHERS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 2-6: 
Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

PUNISHMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 

QUALIFIED TESTIMONIAL PRIVILEGE. Sce Constitutional 
Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 


RAILROAD MERGERS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1—5:; Judicial Review, 2-6. 
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RAPE. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


RATES. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


RE-EMPLOYMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; Pro- 
cedure, 2-3. 


REFUSAL TO TESTIFY. See Grand Juries, 1. 

REGENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 

REHABILITATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; Paroles, 
1-3. 

RELIEF. See Constitutional Law, III, 2-4; IV, 2; Justiciability. 


REPORTER’S PRIVILEGE STATUTES. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 8; Grand Juries, 4. 


REPRISALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Procedure, 2. 


REPUBLICATIONS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 
2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


RES JUDICATA. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 


RETAINED CONTROL. See Taxes, 1-3. 
RETALIATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; Procedure, 2. 
RETRIBUTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Criminal Law, 1. 


REVOCATION OF PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; 
Paroles, 1-3. 


RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; 
Procedure, 2. 


RIGHT TO CONFRONT WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, 
I, 1-2, 4; VI; Mootness; Paroles, 1-3; Witnesses. 


RIGHT TO RECEIVE INFORMATION. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


RIGHT TO VOTE STOCK. See Taxes, 1-3. 


RIVERGATE. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


ROCKFORD. See Constitutional Law, III, 6. 
SALE OF STOCK. See Taxes, 1-3. 


SCENE OF THE CRIME. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; 
Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 











INDEX 977 


SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 2, +6, 9: IV, 2: 
Procedure, 2-3. 


SCOPE OF PRIVILEGE. See Appeals, 1: Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


SDS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, V: Evi- 
dence, 3. 


SECOND-OFFENDER SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, 
VI; Mootness; Witnesses. 


‘‘SECRET’’ DOCUMENTS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law; VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

SECURITIES. See Taxes, 1-3. 

SELECTIVE EXCLUSIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6. 


SELF-CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; Grand 
Juries, 4. 

SENATORS. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 1-6: 
Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 


SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 4; II, 2; VI; Crim- 
inal Law, 1; Mootness; Paroles, 1-3; Witnesses. 


SEPARATION OF TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; 
Procedure, 3. 


SERIOUS ART. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 
SETTLORS. See Taxes, 1-3. 
SEX AND OBSCENITY. See Constitutional Law, III, 7. 


SHARE OF MARKET. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


SHARES OF STOCK. See Taxes, 1-3. 

SHIPPERS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

SHOTGUNS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IJ, 1; Criminal Law, 
2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 

SMALL BUSINESSES. See Taxes, 1-3. 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 8; 

Grand Juries, 4. 
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SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. See Administrative Pro- 
cedure, 1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial 
Review, 2-6. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION CO. See Admin- 


istrative Procedure, 1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 
1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

SOVEREIGNTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration 
and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 

SPECIFIC FUTURE HARM. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; 
Justiciability. 

SPEECH OR DEBATE CLAUSE. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 1-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 
STAFF PERSONNEL. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, 

VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 
STANDING TO OBJECT. See Constitutional Law, V; Evi- 
dence, 3. 


STATE DEPARTMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


STATE POLICE. See Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 3. 

STATE PRISON AUTHORITIES. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 
1-2, 4; Paroles, 1-3. 

STATE-SUPPORTED COLLEGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 
2, 4; IV, 2. 

STATE UNIVERSITIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; 
Procedure, 2-3. 


STATUTORY EXCLUSION OF ALIENS. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 1; Immigration and Nationality Act; Judicial 
Review, 1. 

STATUTORY INVALIDITY. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional 
Law, YII, 1; Jurisdiction. 

STIFFER PUNISHMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Moot- 
ness; Witnesses. 

STOCKHOLDERS. See Taxes, 1-3. 

STUDENT ACTIVITIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; 
IV, 2. 

STUDENTS FOR A DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 2, 4; IV, 2. 
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SUBCOMMITTEE MEETINGS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


SUBPOENAS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, III, 8: 
VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-5. 


SUMMARY JUDGMENTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, 
I, 5; VII, 1; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 3. 


SUPPRESSION MOTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V: Evi- 
dence, 3. 


SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; 
II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Grand Juries, 1; 
Procedure, 1. 


SURVEILLANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 
SWEDEN. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; Witnesses. 


SWITCHING RAILROADS. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


TAVERNS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IJ, 1; Criminal Law, 
2-4; Evidence, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 


TAXES. 

1. Irrevocable inter vivos trust—Retention of managerial powers— 
Inclusion of value of trust property in decedent’s gross estate — 
Decedent did not retain the “right,” within the meaning of 
§ 2036 (a)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, to designate 
who was to enjoy the trust income. A settlor’s retention of broad 
management powers does not necessarily subject an inter vivos 
trust to the federal estate tax. United States v. Byrum, p. 125. 

2. Irrevocable inter vivos trust—Retention of voting control— 
Decedent’s voting control of the stock did not constitute retention 
of the enjoyment of the transferred stock within the meaning of 
§ 2036 (a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, since the 
decedent had transferred irrevocably the title to the stock and 
right to the income therefrom. United States v. Byrum, p. 125. 

3. Irrevocable inter vivos trust—Right to vote a majority of 
shares—In view of legal and business constraints applicable to the 
payment of dividends, especially where there are minority stock- 
holders, decedent’s right to vote a majority of the shares in these 
corporations did not give him a de facto position tantamount to 
the power to accumulate income in the trust. United States v. 
Byrum, p. 125. 


TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 
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TEMPORARY VISAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


TENNESSEE. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI: 
Mootness; Witnesses. 

TENURE. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 9; Procedure, 2-3. 

TERMINAL FACILITIES. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5: 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 

TESTIMONIAL PRIVILEGE. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional 
Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 

TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IJ, 1; III, 8; VI; 
Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2: Grand Juries, 4; Moot- 
ness; Procedure, 1; Witnesses. 

TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 9; VI; Criminal 
Law, 1; Mootness; Procedure, 2: Witnesses. 


THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 
Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration and Nationality 
Act; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Re- 
view, 1-6. 


‘*‘TOP SECRET’’ DOCUMENTS. See Appeals, 2-3; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


TRACKAGE RIGHTS. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1-5; In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


TRANSACTIONAL IMMUNITY. See Grand Juries, 1. 


TRANSCRIPTS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Mootness; 
Witnesses. 


TRANSFER OF STOCK. See Taxes, 1-3. 
TRANSPORTATION ACTS. See Administrative Procedure, 1-5; 


Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Review, 2-6. 


TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II, 1; V; VI; Criminal 
Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-3; Mootness; Procedure, 1; Witnesses. 


TRUSTEES. See Taxes, 1-3. 
TRUST PROPERTY. See Taxes, 1-3. 
UNAUTHORIZED INTERCEPTIONS. See Grand Juries, 1. 


UNAVAILABILITY OF WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, 
VI; Mootness; Witnesses. 
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UNCORRECTED FALSE EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, 
I, 3; II, 1; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2: Procedure, 1. 


UNDERGROUND NEWSPAPERS. Sce Constitutional Law, 
ae, @. 


UNEQUAL PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1. 


UNEQUAL TREATMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 5. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. See Administrative Procedure, 
1-5; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-5; Judicial Re- 
view, 2-6. 


UNITED STATES SENATORS. See Appeals, 1-3; Constitu- 
tional Law, VII, 1-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5; Jurisdiction. 

UNIVERSITIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; Procedure, 3. 

UNIVERSITY STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 4; 
7, = 

UNLISTED CORPORATIONS. See Taxes, 1-3. 


UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, I], 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1. 


VAGUENESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6. 


VALIDITY OF STATUTES. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VII, 1; Jurisdiction. 


VIETNAM WAR. Sce Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, VII, 
2-6; Grand Juries, 2-3, 5. 


VIOLATIONS OF PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2, 
4; Paroles, 1-3. 


VIOLENCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Justiciability. 


VISAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


VOID FOR VAGUENESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6. 
VOTING CONTROL OF STOCK. See Taxes, 1-3. 


WAIVER PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act; Judicial Review, 1. 


WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 3. 
WHISKEY. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Evidence, 3. 
WIRETAPS. See Grand Juries, 1. 
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WISCONSIN. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; III, 7; Procedure, 3 


WISCONSIN STATE UNIVERSITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 
5; Procedure, 3. 


WITNESSES. See also Appeals, 2-3; Constitutional Law, I, 1-4; 
II, 1; III, 8; VI; VII, 2-6; Criminal Law, 2-4; Evidence, 1-2; 
Grand Juries, 1-5; Mootness; Paroles, 1-3; Procedure, 1. 

First conviction voided—Victim, previous witness, moved perma- 
nently to foreign country—Unavailable during second trial—-Upon 
discovering that a State’s witness had removed himself permanently 
to a foreign country, the State of Tennessee was powerless to com- 
pel his attendance at respondent’s second trial; the resultant predi- 

cate of unavailability was sufficiently strong not to warrant a 

federal habeas corpus court’s upsetting the State’s determination 

that the witness was not available. Mancusi v. Stubbs, p. 204. 


WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “[E]njoyment of the property” transferred. Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1954, § 2036 (a)(1); 26 U. S. C. § 2036 (a) (1). 
United States v. Byrum, p. 125. 

2. “{T |he right, either alone or in conjunction with any person, 
to designate the persons who shall . . . enjoy . . . the income there- 
from.” Internal Revenue Code of 1954, § 2036 (a) (2); 26 U.S. C. 
§ 2036 (a)(2). United States v. Byrum, p. 125. 


WOUNDED PRISONERS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, 
a, i 
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